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© By ueor*emrdner n oG
o ., Washington Post Staff Writer _ ,}
“The Central Intelligence Agency'
conductod a hurried, cursory check- of«
.CIA misdeeds in th° wake of the!
Wauergate scandal, failed to tell the’
_White House of its findings and de-
.8troyed some of the records of its ille-
-gal activities. !
* CIA Director William E. Colbv sald
<he ordered the destruction of various’
CIA files in 1973, but said he redarded
xt as a routine step at the time. '
“Even befors 1973 prior to that
&tim " Colby said, “people had been
uurnmg up collections-of files that we
really had no business owning. This is*
‘& natural process of any bureaucracy.”
' Now, with the benefit of hindsight,
.Colby said he recognizes that he-
“should have reported the missteps to-
the Jjustice Department, that the old
standards which made the CIA virtu-
ally sacrosanct have slipped away. - ¥

The CIA director discussed these
matters in an hour-long interview in-
his 7th-floor suite at the agency’s head-
‘quarters Friday, coupling candid ad-
-missions with repeated expressions of
iconcerft about the nazards of unaccus-:
tomed ‘pubiic exposure. :

- In-Colby’s view, there has be@n toa
much publicity already. The agency,:
he insisted, has served the cou'ltry farr
better than it realizes.. - . -, .. -4

But’ Colby acknowledged, too that
even he had no clear idea of the abuses
lurking in iis past until the investiga-
hon by the Rockefeller commission
‘was completed this month. Even more -
sweepmg rong,resswnal mqumes he
ahea .o~ i

‘The seeds were planted on May 9
1973 when then-CIA Director James R. .
Schlesmger sent a memorandum to all”

- employees calling' for immediate re--
ports on any questionable actlvmes

past or present, that they might P’now
about.
. The impetus for the directive came
‘from the Watergate scandal. The 1971
Ellsberg case burglary, which G. Gor-
-don lefly and E. Howard Hunt Jr. car-
‘ried out with CIA technical assistance,
had just come to light, and Schlesmger
.s2id he intended to do all he could “to .
cconfine CIA activities te those which.
“fall within a strict mterpret:mon of ifs:
Ingxslau"e charter,” )
“The vesult, Colby agreed, was a rush
Job that conld not even be called a’
enuine investigation. The CIA inspec-
lc. general's office, which handled the |
‘assignment, submitted 3 report just 11
days later, on May 21, 1973.
* “It was an accumulation xather
‘than an investigation, if you get the"
distinction,” Colby said. “In other:
words, the Schlesinger memo went to
'all employees. Well, the first employ-
ees | it went to was ‘?"‘ command Hpe.

And the command line basically re-
poried whiat it heard down through the
regular hierarchy: what do you know,’
what do you know,. what do wu
know. And that was gathered together
and given to the inspecter

«:52 y T e B

“In addmon ” Colby sald “few em-
ployees went to the inspector general
‘with something they remembered. But

. inspector general didn't go out and
look through every. file drawer in the
place or anything like that.”

The report included a“section on as-

sassinatiori plots and -schemes. .Other

s Capitol Hill, Colby said he briefed = =
‘both Rep. Lucien Nedzi (D-Mich.) and

:portions were just a rehazh of old in-
spector general reports that CIA offi-:

cials pulled cut of their desks, appar-
ently including information on testing
LSD on unsuspecting subjeets, part of
-a controversial pro“ram that lasked
:from 1953 to 1563

The White House was rot informed,.
but not, by Colby’s account, because of
any preoccupation with the Watergate

:seandal. The day after Schlesinger

wrote his May 9, 1873, memo, President
Nixon nominated him to become Secre-
tary of Defense, and Colby, who was
.then CIA deputy director for covert
operations, was named to take over the
spy agency.

“This one does embarrass me a b1t w?
Colby said of the failure to notify the
‘White House. “I think what happened,
‘quite frankly, is that it fell netween
‘the :tools—of Sch1°sm"e; 5 Ica m°
and my ta‘nllas aver, I
thought mayse ! was going to toke

‘care of the National Security Couneil

hie

[the White House agency which is sup-
bosed to supervise the CIA] and I !m- .

.agine that I thought he was.”

" The Justice Department also was '
kept in the dark by virtue of a long- -
standing agreemert, disclosed and de--
nounced by the Rockefeller commis-

1sion, to let the CIA decide whether a ,
| erime had been committed by its em- .

ployees or agents and whether security
considerations precluded prosecution
even when a crime had taken place.

- Organized in January wifh the in-
spector general’s 1973 report as one of
its basie primers, the commission con-
“cluded this month that the CIA had
.engaged in “plainly unlawful” conduct
—from burglary through‘.b'ugging to
the LSD festing and other activities.
But .Colby indicated that he never
‘even contemplated going to the Jusuce
Department at the time.

i “In retrospect, I wouid say yes, I
should have,” the 55-year-old Colby ac-
knowledged “No question about it, “e
“should have done it.”

Colby said he first reached that copn-
‘clusion ‘“sometime in December’—

'

which was the month that The New.

York Times disclosed some of the ac-

:tivities recounted in the 1973 report..

. The CIA director said he realized that
smonth that “I do have an obligation to
actually carryr down to the Department
‘of Justice and let them make the déei-"
-sion as to whether anylhmg snomd be
‘prosecuted or not.”

After conferring with Schlesinger,-

E/??Z@’ 55"‘?“;"' &

47

Sen. John C. Stennis (D-Miss.), the
“chairmen of the Senate and House sub-
committees in charge of CIA oversiwht
-in late May, 1973, on the agency’s
proprlctxes But clearly, Colby agreeq
-now, “that isn’t engugh.” -
. Now chairman of the spe¢ial chﬂe
committee investigating the CIA,
.Nedzi, who has recently come under
firé for taking no action two years ago,
“asked a lot of additional questions, ”
“Colby recailed, but was apparentiy sat-
isfied with the answers he got and did,
not inform his colleagues. ‘
Colby did not'characterize Stenms '
reaction, but he has long been a stolid’
1defender of the CIA. Apparently both
-he and Nedzi accepted Colby’s assur-
‘ances that correctlve actlon would be
‘taken,
5 No follow-up mvestxgatmn was con--
‘ducted including within the CIA, to

‘v—-«—vnv.p. witla ndln e - 4 e
.determine whether any of Lo acuvi-.

txes warranted prosecution or tc find
m.t how extensive they actually were.:
:Repeatedly, Colby emphasized that his-
‘mind was on the future, on making
Ssure they didn’t happen again.

; He said he issued “specific instrue,

tmns with respect to each of the cate-.
‘gories of -activities included in the in-

spector general’'s report” on Aug. 29,

.1973, banning some, laying down strict
‘Tules for others and declaring still oth-
Jers permissible.

n. Concerning the CIA’s “following of
!people around in America,” Colby said,
(,for examplo he “issued a dlrectxve say-:
iing ‘you won't do that any more’ . ... I}
ffrankly didn’t care at that point'.i
‘whether it was 20 cases or 40 cases, The
fact was there weren’t going to be any
more.” Lo !

The Rockefeller commission found

more instances of burglary, bugging,
and other misdeeds than he was aware
of, Colby indicated. Another reason for
the escalaling statistics, he said, was
the fact that he agreed with the com-
mission at the outset that the CIA
would not interview former employees
~— to aveid any suggestion that the
agency was trying to influence theu'
testimony.
" Consequently, Colby said, “the com-
mission  knows . more than I
do .. Therns a couple of cases, a
couple of incidents mentioned [in the
COmmISSIOﬂ report] that I didn’t know
about. 1 don't challenge the fact tnat
they happened, Rut they're not in ovr
records

" The commhsmr also saiﬂ in its res

7o&rds had been

Fofﬂéléase@@mmsm@t r@A{NBW?-OO %ﬁgﬁqj%'emn 1973, including
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‘nndertaken,

Colby said he was conﬁdem that no
CIA employees will be indicted be-
cause, he said, he fells, they were zct- ago.. ] )
ing under the belief that whatever Voicing high praise for the "‘IA' and
they did, while perhaps’ “technically™ its employees d : the curvent fures
itlegal, was permissible “in the ecourse Coluy said he has no Idea wihea ti:a'
of their dutieg.” N investigations will end, but made plaig

Among Colby’s August, 1973, diree that he hopes they will close dowr 2z
tives was an order that the “CIA will juickly as possible,
not engage in assassination nor indues, - “I think any.less dedicated groug of
assist or suggest to others that assas- }po‘i;g“’a’c:’o;;d gﬁ‘ all flown awey
sination be employed,” but he said an < ¢ Mhis is an enormousy
carlier ban had been issued by Helms ngﬁl,f p?gtzglt: C’! vielglfiﬁ '%lf;l iﬁ
in March, 1972, three months before “teiligence is the best in the world.”
the Watergate break-in. Unquestionably, Colby said, the 714

Acked what prompted the pelms made mistakes, but he callcd this the
edict, Colby said it was issued because result of an old tradition that tts work
‘of the heavy amount of publicity stem- ::‘:lﬁ r!'lxgste ‘{}I,’Ef i‘g ]t:n?:l ::1;25 avou,
ming from Colby’s 197: congressional - “If ¥ou let any ilarge o;g:mzafim
testimony on Operation Phoenix in ‘opera é without cm{trols and mtﬂouﬁ
South Vietnam, which critics charged supervision, it wili get in some trou-
relied heavily on torture and &ssas- ble,” Colby said, but even so, he said,
sination. “thfs country’s been well served by

o, ‘4 i1t

The 1972 directive, Colby said, was (g fleY 4nd ] think future, - oven
written “just to make clear what his better "
[Helms] policy and my policy were . “In any case, Colby said with 2 grm
to clarify the records so that it’s clear he plans to “tear up” a lot more files
what our policy was.”’ C !

The Helms order was not widely dis-
seminated, however. Neither the White
House nor congressional overseers

152 separate files on the drug-testing
Srogram. e
Colby said he had varicus documents
destroyed, and indicated that the drug-
testing records were among then.

“We had files around we
saouldn't own, seme of these surveil-
Jance things and stuff like that,” he
said, “and 1 had directed, det’s get rid
of that stuff in 1973.” Colby recalled
that former C!A Director Richard M.
Helms took a similar step with f?pes_
he had on lea\rma the agency in Janu-
ary, 1973. N

- “He [Helms] saud it didn’t have any-
m.nv to do with Watergate, [that] he
was just getting rid of all this junk
people collect, you know,” Colby said.

- Asked whether he now felt that the
documents he ordered destroyed
should have been sent te the Justice
Department in 1873 along with the in-
Spector - general’s  findings, Colby
‘paused and said softly, “I guess,
inaybe. I don’t know.” Then he added
that not ali should have gone to Jus-
tice, since some of the incidents were
rather flimsy, but other documents, he
agreed, probably should have been
sent over.

The Justice Department is Sthdyind
the evidence compiled by the Rockefel-
ler commission, concerning both do-
mestic spying and CIA involvement in
assassination plots, to determine

whether any prosecutions should be.

in 1972, Lawrence Houston, who is jiwe-
retived, said he rever heard of it unil
it 'was publicly disclosed several days

s
nere

; as soon as investigstors are done with
i them.

Have a bonfire? he was asked.

“Damn right,” the CIA director said,
pointing out “1e windows to the closely
guarded 2i%-acre site. “Right out
there.” .

were told about lt at the tlme Colby
said. Even the CIA’s general counsel

THE MEUS VOREK 'rnvrn‘c FRIDAY, TUNF 2h, 1078

CoZby Says H@R@ jected AH Sugg@stzons f or C.LA.

\VASHINGTON. June 1§) (AP)
—Wiiliam E. Colby, Director
of Ceniral Intelligence, said to-
day that over the years foreign-
fers. had suggested assassina-
tions to him and United States
Government employes had dis-
cussed the possibility of assas-
sinations with him, but that
\he had rejected the ideas every
time. * -

The 55-year-old- head of the
'United States spy agency de-
clined to name the suggested
or potential targets or the pér|
sons who had made the sugges-
tions. Nor would he give the
‘dates or locations of these con-
versations.

Mr. Colby said that he op-
posed public disclosure of facts
behind th these or other alleged
assassination schemes involv-
ing the C.LA. because “I think
there is positive harm to the
reputation of the ceuntry to
go mto great detail on these
thnns
“He said, “Our poiicics today
arz clear . .. I am opposed
to  assassinaiions because I
think they're wrong and be-
cause I think they trequent’y
bring about absolutely uncon-

trolled _and unforeseeable re-
sults .— usually worse results]
‘than by continuing to suffer[
the probxem ihat you're fac
‘mg :

ing an iateiview of moréy
than an hour in his seventh-
floor office at C.I.A. headquar-

‘ters in suburban Langley, Va,
Mr. Colby discussed a wide
range of issues raised during
investigations of his agency by
the news media, a Presidential
commission and several Con-
gressional committees. :

These. were among his major,
points in the first interview
he has given since the Rocke-
feller Commission last week
reported that it had found some
“plainly unlawful” domestic ac-
tivities by the agency. ’
. He cannct. .enivsiod .that
.agency employes would again
-feel that the political climate
in this country justified their
violating the legal limits on
the agency’s domestic activity.

-he does not believe that
any C.J.A. employes will be
convicted of crimes or even
prosecuted for illegal activities.

He cannot be certain that
all the agency’s illegal or im-
proper aclivities have come to
light but argues that no Feder-
al agency could give such an
assurance about its operations.

it is up to the Congrassional
committees and the Justice De-
partment to decide whether to
muke public the names of per-
sons responsible for the agen-
cy’s 1llegal activites.

He conntas that foreignas
aproached others in the agen-
¢y withh a plol to. assassinate

French President Charles de
Gauile, and that it was f]atly
rejectcd He does not

hether the French Govern-
;e:t Svras agvxségngf tha(t)\;lr:t * ASSC&SSZTE&?ZO

nor can he say that in all
mstances he would advise al
foreign government of a plot|
that came to his attention. . |

9He intends to

‘the Rockefeller Commission’s

rTecommendation that the agen-
Cy’s inspector generai’s office
be enlarged but hopes that ef-
forts to police the agency will
not-impair its intélligence-gath-
ermg mission.

§He has not been asked to

is useful.
implement’

~his post so lonn as the Pres-
ident and he agrée that he

GHe thinks that a career
a bar nor a requirement for
the job of director of Central
Intelligence.

Mr. Colby said that the Unit-
ed States had the best. intel-
igence service in the world
and that he believed a major
part of his role is to convince

resign and intends to stay at this country’s citizens of that.

U.S. NEWS & WORLD REPORT, June 30, 1975
* %

Troubles of the CIA have all but dried
up an important source of the Agency’s
information—exchanges with intelli-
gence services of U.S. allies, Word has
been passed from abroad that there's
little chance of renewai of a free flow
of information until congressional in-
vestigations of the CIA have been
completed.
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- By drthur M. Cos

Cox, a writer and lecturer on foreign effairs, is a fo:rmc'r.
Department and the CIA. His itgxt bogok,

published this swnmer,

;EN AN ERA of budding detente the

sand CIA are an anachronism. Even so,

‘both sides will continue to engage in.
Isecret political warfare angd espionage’
«as long as the other side conducts such.

operations. But the decline of the Cold
~War and technological advances in in-
Jormation-gathering clearly challenge
t«the validity of.these operations. The
‘time has come to add this subject to
the agenda of U.S.-Soviet negotiations
toward the goal of phasing out the
clandestine functions of both the KGB
rand CIA.. o T :
¥ For years Washington and Moscow
“have used the clandestine operations
of the other side as a sort of litmius
paper to measure true-intentions. A
<U.S. President or a Soviet Communist
“"Party secretary might talk of peace,
‘but the knowledge of on-going clandes-
tine operations is always hard evi-
dence of the other side’s continuing
agsressive intentions. Thus, the aciivie

ies of the KGB and the CIA reinforce

ithe continuity of each other. If the -

-Soviets are going to conduct secret

Ppolitical action and espionage, then we

should, too. . .

s+ Yet, General Secretary Leonid
«Brezhnev says time and again that “the
sprocess of detente is irreversible.” De-
dente means a relaxation of tensions
Aor the purpose of reducing the possi-
:bility of war. But the clandestine opera-
tions of the CIA and KGB manifestly

increase tensions, They are a form of
‘ 8 : .
\ .

warfare,

‘KGB Blunders

.JF THESE CLANDESTINE programs '

: were achieving important foreign
Dolicy gains for either the U.S.S.R. or
the US., then their continuation,
.though debatable, would be under-
standable, But that is not the case.
The KGB has had very few political
warfare successes in recent years. The
same is true of the CIA, unless the
“destabilization” of the Chilean gov-
ernment is considered a success. The .
U-2 incident, the Bay of Pigs and the
CIA failure in Vietnam have been
highly publicized, but less is known
about some of the reversals for So-
viet foreign policy caused by the KGB.»
For example: - :

® In early 1963 there were a num-
ber of serious military incidents on
the Sino-Soviet border. The Scvicts
demanded that the Chinese sit down
at the negotiating table to settle the
matter, but the Chinese refused. In
‘August Boris Davidov, a senior KG3B

officer in the Washington e%@ﬁi@%ﬂ F
iali

lunch with an American spe st In

clandestine operations of the KGB '

Y

—~

Sino-Soviet affairs, Soon there was . .

story in the American press indicating *

that the Soviets were considering a

“pre-emptive nuclear strike against’

Chira, In September a story appeared
in the Londen Lvening News signed
by Vielor Louis, undoubtedly the most

publicized of all KGB operatives, which

“speculated about a Soviet strike to elim-
inate Chinese nuclear bases. These
stories were followed by a flurry of
news items, datelined from Hong Kong
to- Helsinki, ahout Soviet aggressive
intentions against China.

- In December, 1969, under a headlﬁne'
»saying “Chinese Communists Appear

to Expect a Russian Attack,” Joseph
Alsop reported that long-stalled talks
dealing with border incidents were
proceeding between the Soviets. and
Chinese. “It is perfectly clear,” he
wrote, “that the Chinese only con-
serted to talk at all because of Soviet
threats . . . The language of the Chin-

SiC anndunceilwul uf ihe ialks guite

openly implied that there had been_
"Soviet threats of an’ extremely erude K

and brutal kind.® .

So the KGB operation succeeded in
pressuring the Chinese to resume. the
talks, but it also alarmed the Chinese
leaders 50 fuch that they signaled in.
terest in secret negotiations with the
U.S. Soon there was ping-pong diplo-.
macy, and not long thereafter Henry
Kissinger was on the way.to the break-
through which led to President Nixon’s
visit to China, the beginning of more
friendly U.S.Chinese relations ~and
membership- for- China in.the United
Nations. Surely, no development in
recent history has been a greater set-
back for Soviet foreign policy.

¢ In 1955 and ’56 Secretary of State
John Foster Dulles turned down the
appeals of Egyptian President Abdel
Nasser for U.S. arms aid and help in
building the Aswan dam. So the So-
viets filled the vacuum and their re-
lations with the Egyptians became very.

_close.

. .However, things began to change
when Nasser died in 1970 and was sue-
ceeded by Anwar BSadat. Sadat was
neither pro-Soviet nor anti-Western,
but he was very much of an Egyptian
nationalist. He showed such independ-
ence that the Soviets began to worry
whether they_would have sufficient po-
litical influence to protect their vast
investment in Egypt. By. the spring

of 1971 the Soviets were so alarmed?

that they instructed thc KGB to ar-

Tange a coup to eliminate Sadat from ‘ )

power.

or RilessR 2004405408 (,GIARDR]7

moved swiftly to arrest more than 90

official in the State ; -
“Myths of National Security,” will be{

»

plotters. He was astounded to discover
ihat his trusted chief of intelligence,
Sami Sharaf, was a KGB agent. The
KGB had begun cultivating Sharaf in
1955, and by 1959 he had emerged as
the de facto chief of Egyptian intelli-
gence. By 1967 he had become Nasser’s
closest adviser. Sharaf was the key.
KGB agent in the plot against Sadat.

. After the failure of the attempted
‘coup it looked as though Soviet Middle
"East policy would collapse. The Soviets
were so desperate that they presented
. Sadat with a 15-year Treaty of Friend-
;ship, pledging to stay-out of the in-
iternal affairs of Egypt and agreeing
to provide vast quantities of weapons.
;Later, even after Sadat had expelled
110,000 Russian technicians, the So-
|viets continued to send planes, tanks
!and ground-to-air missiles. ’
| -Sadat accepted anything he could
iget until he had achieved his purpose
/in the 1973 Yom Kippur War with Is-
rael. However, he has not forgotten
how close the KGB came to ending
his career. This explains, in part, tha
jrestoration of U.S.-Egyptian ¢iplomatic
'relations and Sadat’s extraordinarily
friendiy talks with Kissinger and now
Mr. Ford. - BRI

® In'the years after World War II
the Soviets’ greatest concern was
that German rearmament might lead
.to a-Bonn attempt to take over East
-Germany and Berlin—and to war. But
then Willy Brandt emerged as Chan-
cellor of the Federal Republic with
his  Ostpolitik.. The most important
step in the policy, designed to pro-
mote relaxation of tensions with the
Soviet bloec, was Bonn's recognition
of Pankow as a separate, independent
nation, - marking - the abandonment
once and-for all of the concept of a
reunited Germany. General Secretary
Brezhnev vigorously supported all
elements of the Ostpolitik, but espe-
cially Bonn's recognition of East
Germany. . . .

Under the circumstances Rrandt’s
sudden decision to resign must have
come as a stunning blow io the
Kremlin, And yet Brandt resigned be-
cause of the discovery that one of his
highest ranking assistants, Gunter
Guillaume, was a ‘spy. What happened
is now amply on the record:

In 1956 the East German intelli-
gence service, which for years had
been directed by the KGB, sent Guil-
laume to West Germany. Posing as an
escapee from communism, he did re-
markably well—for himseir and for
his bosses. In 17 years he progressed
from running a wurst and flower stand
to the position of personal assistant
to the federal chancellor. Despite

-oo4§2ﬁewma7ﬂoeat-ao erucial Soviet

foreign policy objectives, the KGB
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{00k 'the incredible’ risk of leaving !
‘Guillaume in place. It is not difficult’
to imagine what would have happen-
‘ed had Brandt's successor rejected
his Ostpolitik, s
Eiectronic Intelligence .
rﬁﬂ{E EGYPTIAN AND German
" stories illustrate the fact of in.
telligence life that spy operations can
be conducted with remarkable success
“ever @long period of time—and yet end
up having disastrous or potentially dis-
astrous results for policy. It is
-clear that, in an era when negotiation
is supposed to be replacing Cold War
‘confrontation, the clandestine operations
of the KGB and CIA are archaje, They
are hostile, provocative acts running’
‘counter to the professed objectives of
the U.S.S.R. and the U.S. ] )
Gf course, good intelligence will’
continue to be important for both
sides>-But intelligence data does not
have to be obtained through espion-
age, o ’ . i
Strategic inteMligence of utmost im-
portance can now be obtained through -
technological, rather than human,
means: We are able to observe Soviet
medium, intermediate and interconti- .
nental range ballistic missile tests.
through the use of radar and clec-”
tronic interception of telemietry sig:
nals. We know what they have tested
and what they have nct tested. ’
Through seismic and acoustic re-
ceivers we know the size and location

‘of all their nuclear tests. Through-
‘the precision cameras of space 'reconf_«
‘naissance we know the size and loca-;
tion of their missile silos. . i
" For years we have known how big,’
-and approximately how accurate, their
missiles are—and how many they

have. We are able, via sonar and oth- .

er sophisticated devices and tech-

submarines. R .

The miracles of highflying cameras
which can photograph the - entire
US.SR. in a few days, .combined
with the information obtained from
electronic’ interception, radar and
computers, provide us with much more
accurate intelligence than we had
‘available when espionage was ram-
pant at the' height of the Cold War.
‘In fact, in an era of strategic parity-
or essential equivalence it is. impera-
live that both sides have excellent in-
formation about the capabilities of the
other. That is the only way the bal-'
ance of deterrence can work. ’

In the interim SALT agreement
signed in Moscow in 1972, both sides
acknowledged the importance of space
reconnaissance as an esscntial means’

of verifying that the {erms of the

agreement are fulfilled. If the Soviets
had not developed accurate space re-
connaissance of their own, it would

have been in our interest to make .
such {facilities availaple to them, It
both sides intend to limit strategic
arms, it will be essential that informa- -
tion about the systems of eacn be;.

open, not secret, . )

There remain, for cxample, problems
aboul verifying the limit on the num-
ber of missiles upgraded into MIRV’s

by being fitted with multijeprovediFor
EY N .

niques;” to track - their missile-firing’

e

The highlying cameras can locate the
missile silos, but if the silo s covered,
the cameras cannot determine whether .
the missile within it has multiple war-
-heads. One solution is simply to as-
sume that all categories of missiles
successfully tested with multiple war-
heads will be so equipped when placed
in the silo. .

" Since the days of the McCarthy era
and the national hysteria over com-.
munist penetration and spies there
has remaingd in this country an ex-
aggerated sense of the threat of the

‘KGB. Even if the FBI were not doing -

its job, there are very few vital secrets
for the KGB in the United States. We
want the Soviets to have a very thor-.
ough understanding of our strategic
'strength. That is the point of deter-.
‘rence. E R
Code machines and computers have
made our codes and eryptographic
systems virtually impenetrable. Our
war plans are supposed to be secret,
but a careful reading of the annual
Defense  Department posture state-
ment, the congressional hearings and
the technological journals ‘gives any
trained observer most of the essential
data. There are diplomatic secrets,
but those secrets-are very short-lived,
usually valid only during the period *
of negotiation. :
' P o i

Secrecy Hurts _1,
CTUALLY, SECRECY is often an'
impediment to national sect;rity ina,
democracy. In 1970 the Pentagon asked .
Its Defense Secience Board to esiab-
lsh 2 sk force to study the effecis
‘of the secrecy system. The = board.
concluded that as much as 90 per cent
of classified scientific and technical
defense information should not be 50
‘designated. The board members es-
timated that most secret information
would become known within a year.
They noted that cxcessive' secrecy
tended to stifle inventiveness and use-’
ful research in weapons systems. ;
One member said, “If present trends
continue for another decade our na-
tional effort in weapons research will
become little better than mediocre.”
Another member concluded that,
-“while secrecy is an effective instru-
ment in a closed society, it is -much
less cffective in an open society in
the long run; instead, the open society

-should recognize that openness is orie
of its strongest weapons.” o
The U. S. rhoon program was open;’
‘the»Soviets’ was secret. It was the U.S.
‘which landed on the moon. ) ’
As in the past, most essential informa-
tion will continue to come from open
sources. The technolegical means. for
information-gathering will provide most
of the additional required material, . Of
‘course, there will also be a continuing
‘Guest for information by diplomatic es-
tablishments. Just as newspaper report-,
ers-have confidential sources, so dip-
lomats will have confidential sources.
‘Whether the diplomat is called a KGB
cor CIA officer era furcignsorvics offis
-cer makes little difference, If he is part
of the diplomatic establishment he has
.the same privileges and the same risks
of being made persona non grata,

rmation gathering 4

and the reervitment of agents within
.the opposing government. The latter
is a much more provocative and hostile
action. When discovered, shch acts
Sharply increase tensions. In a time
.when both sides are advocating detente,
the risks of develeping a Penkovsky or
a Philby outweigh the benefits, =
Now it will be said that the Soviets—
because they have a. clesed society, a
police state and an ideology which ad-
vocates conspiracy—will never give..up
their clandestine operations. Perhaps so,
‘but if we intend to move ahezd with a
growing detente, now is the time to
find out. < Do
. It must be anticipated that there. will
be vigorous opposition in the Kremlin,
both bureaucratic and doctrinal. Never-
theless, Brezimev and his fellow polit-
buro mermbers have demonstrated that
their advocacy of detenie may be over-
riding. In the struggle for power. in
the Kremilin tht politbure has custed
‘Shelest and Shelepin, both anti-detente
‘hawks. 1t is worth noting that Shelepin
was a former chief of the KGB. Brezh-
nev and the others know that the KGB
-has made serious blunders and has some-
‘times set back Soviet foreign policy. -

Phasing Out Spying K
TE‘HERE IS A LONG history of nego-
. & tiations between the U.S. and So-
-viets in the field of clandestine opera-
tions, but never an attempt to negotiate
a broad reduction. There have been
many spy exchanges, some of them high-
.y publicized, such as the swap of .Col.
Rudolf Ahal for 1.2 pilot Cory Povecrn,:
There have been deals about provocative
“black” radio broadcasts, and Soviet
jamming has been reduced as inflamma-
tory political commentary has been
phased out. =

Political warfare and cspionage, like
‘strategic missiles, form a subject for
negotiation. One technique that has
‘worked before is to announce that we
are unilaterally phasing out certain op-
erations and will be' carefully watching
to see whether the Soviets follow suit.
This was the technique used by Presi-
dent Kennedy which led to the partial
nuclear test-ban agreemént, - -
_' As the phase-out proceeded both
sides would verify the implementation
.of the arrangements through the tech-
‘niques of counter-espionage. The FRI
would have responsibility within the
U.S., while CIA counter-espionage and
liaison with friendly foreign intel}i-
‘gence services would bear responsibil-
ity abroad. The KGB counter-espio-
nage system would obviously monitor
‘whether the U.S. was carrying out ‘its
side of the bargain. :

Once the dialogue hegins, all sorts
of possibilities will gome into view.
There will, as noled, be strong resist-
ance by ihe hawks on boih sides. If
-the Soviets are unwilling to go aloﬁg,
it is important that we should know
that, especially in these days of review
‘of the role of the CIA, But if we have
1sufficient séif- confidence combined
with {he common sense to maintain
Jour guard while showing {lexibility,
there is now a prospeet for persuading.
the Soviets td join us in ending thei
‘clandestine war, -
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deﬂds But Lnderneatn t}:era is a'l" evev'yda v human sxde

o 1

B¥ Jane Morse —

Newsday b'«.\xf Co"rﬂ;v)ondent

"V'ml quite reoe"tlv one of the few prov-

"| -able facts known about the cloaked and

" secretive Central Intelligence Agency is

that its headquariers are in Langley,

Va., just outside Washington. Current

probes of the organization suggest, however, that
it may be a way out, and that zmyth.mv at all could ;
be goinz on there.
I”.deed it is. . R e H
_-U_bo.m the Lknitting and crocheting club has

Sy ha Dice i -
a.Juu,ur‘u icr e s mer, e GO-yOIoe Chorus ol

tinues to held once-a-week practice sessions, the
grand slam bridge club has regular duplicate games
every 'Tuesday at 6:15 and the Bible study class
gets together twice a week at midday.

The faci is that behind the shadowy, faceless
spy facade and in the midst of recent revelations
and investigations, there exists a not-so-faceless
bunch of individuals linked by federal-style bu-
reaucracy that’s complete with a hyperactive em-
ployee activities association, a private washroom
for the director, a credit union and a car pool. It
Has, as well, carved-in-marble a testimonial to honor
31 of its pecple killed in the line of duty, a clinie
set up with the specialized equipment needed for
the prempt treatment, of heart attack victims (some-
thing that’s required with startling regularity it is:
said), and a “helping hand” fund that takes up
voluniary, anonymous collectxons to help staff mem-
bers in nsed. : -

Nonethe! a., these days, anyone who veers off
the hizhway after the sign that says “CIA Next
Right”™ is apt ‘o cause other drivers and pa.».senoem
to risk dislocating their vertabrae twisting for a;
jook. It’s hardly a wonder, of course. The place lmsi
never been on the Gray Line tour and there are;
relatively faw veobie, outside the staff and its pro-|
fesional associates, who have ever been inside. |

The rare visiting outsider would find that what's]
- Inside i3 a wagnificently wooded, 213.1-acre campus;
-—and campus is what its called. Like most cam-
puses it’s a little short on varking, but that’s partly
because Allen Dulles, who was the agency director
whan the new headquarters were built, had st“onv
feelings about trees.

1hcugh, does not cross. the border of any govern-

-jze a second cafeteria that duplicates the first with|

tia iomethmc' around it £o mark it for saving, sven
if 1t had to be moved. I figure he cost us something
like 250 parking spaces,” an associate recalls..
Dulles hired the architectural firms of Harrison
and Abramowitz and Frederic B. King, reportedly
ouimaneuverinz tte General Services. Adminisira-
tion, which had some other ideas. The seven-story,
‘off- w}n‘ie, reinforced-concrete building that resuited
wes completed in 1961—and promptly infiltrated.
Field mice moved in almost at once. - -
"Present-day iwo-legzed -infilirators- migbt get
by the guards at the toll-tooth-like main entrance:
gete (they seem to be accustomed"tc unanncunced
visitors- arriving fo pick: up- and Faul away. passen-
gcrs) but? to park or to- gét'more than.20~yards

$nedda Ahal fromt 2ans Y TE oY
<OCEIChe O00I, YOl IiTU DADlis. 4L youwie

expected,. guard.,-—-—bemnd signs waming thar. U
things as cameras, firearms and. incendiary devices
are prohibited-~will point you toward ‘a” recephon
reem  stockéd” with magazines-and pay  phoves.
There, one“of three receptionists will smilingly
ofier a v:s.\tor’s form to. be filled-out in duplicate.
Once* yourecewe the seal of approval (a clip-on.
card saying- “Visitor”);"it’s entirely pessible that
}ou might even get inside sameplaf-e as-exclic as
the self-service- postals -center. - It™ will - bapren,
hough, only if the_ . persen. ~vhom youre meeting
or the escort who's. assigned ‘to-you is agreeatle.
From *ne recs—ohon rotm on, vou must” have com-
pany. .
The- bundmv is rouvmy a qudurang)e In "hc
nter is an. enc.oced patio that you'd pass if headed
for the ‘“open’ "cafeteria or the Muzak-iree but
cmfml-‘oxmue-hxe P.endmvous “Room.. . Alcohol,

ment . food service installation. The Rendezvous
Foom-is, instead, nobed for dts .‘SZZ{) daily. all- you—
an-eat puffet.’
When the- weather pemts, numbers of e
tloyees opt for outside eating at rustic. tables.on
the grounds beind the building. Still others patren-

the same vaulted ceiling and expanse of zlass 3xf,
28 interior decoratnrs have: established, brings the
citdeors in. The latter cafeteria, ﬂ*ough lets in
only the outdcxm .'md ce-r’tam v«ell-ueared CiA'
employees., RSN
‘Some of the same employees were no duu'nt in-

velved~in -a: suecessful 1962 coup that- resulted

] ) t 1 -,
1}1;' zz;rg]gmamxfn o[__the burldrw_s_ 1hcrf~uah ..

wwched in ~ad ﬁ:ml}j :rrveed on white ’V“ ‘s ‘”\v"ﬂ-
iua{ed by colored doors and panels, eaGx shaded
io {c’low the other like spokes in a color wheei.

The new look was a hit-with most employees,
although one senior official is suppozed io havei:

“He'd say, ‘Gee, A!pe;fmveaeﬂambléwsé zoduoss/os TIRROP7 3043 2ROGY Y G0 ITe0DMe the story!
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of a visitor shown around the home of a newly!
rich woman. “Madam,” +he visitor said, “I"l pay!
for the drinks but I won't go upstaire™ -~ S
Ugstairs, one hears, there are zill some preh-
lemns-with perscnal clutter. Personal clutier is “the!
enemy of good design,” cecording to a 7-page bock-!
iet, and employees are admonished that they may
he siding the opposition when thev tape cariccns
to their oliice safes or pile junk on top of them.
{ -~ The CIA has won the design-clitler war_cn the
+ first ficor, though, and in style. Bright contempor-
‘ary paintings borrowed frem Washington art ol
Jeclor Vincer:t Melzae are positioned effectively
on . varicus walls, and ar Bxkibit Hal in the
soutkeast area is currertiy dispiaying near eastern
! and Indo-Pakistani axt cbjects from the private col-
Iections of CIA emrvlovees. The agency’s own {ine’
i arts commissicn i= at the moment being chewed cut
by in-house critics for putting prony grass beneath
i the magnolia trees in a small patio off the cafeleria
» arez, bat it has been lauded for cther moves. It
; gave its approval, for instance, to “wrapping” the’
‘four main banks of elevators in floor-tc-ceiling Diow- |
-uss of antique maps, one of Rome, one of Paris, one’
tof London - and one of St Petersburg in Czarist!
PRussia, > = Lo et aw L it oo
" ‘The’ elevator interiors fell into waggish hands, :
and, althcugh standard *no smoking” signe are
carefully posted, they’re in scch not-so-standard
languages as Jaranese, Persian, Hindl and Hausa,
-as well as French and German. If a Chinese-speak-
ing spy ever penetrates the place, he probadly weuld:
{eel ‘most at heme using. the stairs, since: floors are:
"numbered in varicus. Asian - and. foreign. numerals.-
.~ He ‘should nct, however, bet any - money: ou.

goiting. that far, .- Ll m e

. Anywhete on ‘‘campus,” you .can tell the regu -
lare from tha dron-if~trade at a glanea The reml
‘Jars have their pictures-on thierID cords and
* seem-to favor hanging thém on chains arcund. their
necks. -They're also:-the-cnes ‘who- dor't sicp fo
! gawlk at- the .portraits. of former_ CIA direciors.
' that ‘are-spaced out along one of tie first-ilcor
: corridors. Or at the framed display of CIA madals,
some of. which have to be stashed on the premises”
i until they'resnct too hot to be handled by-recidi-
i ents whose cover or operaticn. might be blown if.

NEW YORK TIMES
22 June 1975

Life Imitates

‘closing days of the Eisenhower Admi:

i they took Celivery.- Or at . the- copy o{ {George’
| Washington’s- letter articuiating his own, strong .

feelings of ihe necessity of intell;’gence_\g}at':zer'ihg
and the need to keep it seeret.’ RSt

-I’s hard, of course, for o newcomer not fo siop
.and stare. What the CIA may rzally be running’

is 2 meinimusenm. with resesrch facilitiss. o

Even inside the Iibrary. are more asiifacts and
memerabilia, For one thirg, there’s the big. wooden
seal that identified the agency’s. gld headgnarters
in midiown Washingion. It was ‘zaved in zn in-
fommal’ Sunday’ moming salvage operation per-
fermed by a thoughtinl history-minded sta# merde

S W w0l
. . There’s also the historical intelligence collection

of some 20,000 “tradecraft” books frequently con-
suited by inteiligence officers in search of o pitees)
dent.. The library’s- main collection i3 now prﬁmré;.
ily a-bedy of about 73,000 reference books plus aj
worldwide selection. of telephone directories and!

; enough newspapers 'to- provide the English with;

a few centuriss. worth of fish-and-chip wrappings. |

“To keep further abreast of current events andi
thinking, the. CIA training office; from time toj
time; inviles guests such zs missile.man- Werrher!
von Braun, auther-editor-educater Irving Kristol,;

' Marquette University Journalism School Dean:
: George Reedy and former Strategic Arms Limita-s
i tion Talks negotiator Paul~Nitze_to speak beiore!
Lemployees in a bubble-demsed 500-seat auditorfum |
‘attached to the main building. Keeping up also

i eans_that the Northern Virginia, Community Col-|

lége sends cover instructors to hold regular after-|
voork-hour classes in a variety of subjects. !

“That last mcve, though, seems like 4 coals-to-|
Newcastle waste of effort. As one of the resident!
intellectuals puts-it, 'f the CIA closed down tomior-|

d
. = - M H 1 SO ~1 vt
Y as & gpy cperation ould cn the foliow-!

a eration,
as one of the coumiry’'s leading miversiﬁes.;

zh academic .expertise could be rounded up;

on the premises to set up shop immediately inj
everything from “A” for anthropology to “Z” for!
zoolegy. For a language-studies department alone,é
the new university could call on people with:
competence in 97 different tongues and dialects,’
not including the desk officer, who has achieved
international rscognition for .his hobby, 16th-
Century Latin, f§% - - ..« o - .. 2

Kennedy ~White House in Castrol

Comnjecture in
C.LA. Inguiry

- The Central Intelligence Agency -

obviously does a lot nobody else
knows about; just as obviously it gets
blamed for things it didn’t do, because.
what is known makes it a natural
suspect. Unhappily for the beleaguered
agency, mobster Sam Giancana was
murdered last week, and an investiga-
tor would have to be moribund himeelf
if he didn’t wonder about the C.LA.

Mr. Giancana was killed in his
Chicago home. There were six bulleis
in and around his head, but no wit-
nesses. There is no known evidence at’
all that the C.LA. had anything to do-
with ‘the murder. ) e

Mr. Giancana and auoth-; under-
‘world figure, John Roselli, were re-,
cently pubiicly linked with a CIA.
assassination plot against Fidel Castro.
The plan was allegedly hatched in the.

-nistration in 1960 and carried forward
during the beginning of the Kennedy
Administration, Mr. Giancana was
supposed to testify soon before a
Senate committee investigating intel-
ligence activities.

Mr. Giancana’s business associates
‘presumably include a number capable
of homicide and perhaps some with
the motive; he had reportedly been
testifying about underworld matters
before a Federal grand jury. There has

‘been at least one other mob murder,

recently in Chicago. ;

Yet in the current atmosphere espe-
cially, the C.IL.A. is not immune from
suspicion; what_used to be considered
the paranoia of the fow is now the
rational skepticism of many, including
respected  writers in respected - jour-
nals. There are constant reports to
feed the skepticism:

©_Vice President Rockefeller_said:

the assassination of JoHa an? Robert
Kennedy and. “a real problem of
amnesia among those still -around”
made it impossible to determine
couclusively the involvement of the

assassination plots.

© President Ford indicated he will.
turn over to the Senate committee
minutes of Mational Security Council
meetings at which assassination was
discussed. One source who had read
the minutes said. “There were some
pretty bizarre suggestions, as though
a.group of guys were sitting around
and talking over a beer.” B

‘At the CLA, one spokesman (who
asked to remain unidentified) said:
“They’re going-to pin the crucifixion
on us next” It was only gallows
‘humor and may prove as’ ineffactive’
as most in the genre. . .

The Rockefeller Commission itself
accused the agency of violating the
rights of thousands of Americans. The
Senate Committee is 'said to have
enough evidence of the Castro affair
so that it will not seriously miss Mr.,
Giancana’s testimony. There are re-
ports that Mr. Rockefeller and Henry
Kissinger are seeking the resignation’
of the C.A. director, William E..
Colby. It might be a while before any-
one get around to the crucifixion.
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Tne Assassination Plot That Fajled

Gf alf the charges of wrongdoing by
e Ceniral fnielligence Agency, the most
disturbing are these that implicate the
cgenzy in plots to assassinate Soreign rul-
ers who were deemed inimical t3 U.S. in-
terests. Amaong the putative targets were

Congolese Nationalist' Leader Patrice’

Liumumba and Dominican Republic Dic-
tator Rafacl Trujillc, who were assassi-
nated in 1561; South Viet Nam Presi-
dent Ngo Dink Diem, who was murdered
in 1963; and Cuban Premier Fidel Cas-
tro. The allegations are being investigated
by a Sencte committes, which last weei
eontinued 1o Guesticn past and present
CIA officers about the alleged plots. Ar
TIME'S request, Charles J.V. Murphy, a
Jormer editor and VWashington
correspondert  of FORTUNE,

talked witit his long-time sourc-

es in the U.S. intellizgence field

about the charges and sent this

report:

The suspicion is that two
Presidents—Dwight Eisen-
hower and John Kennady
—authorized or condoned foul
plots by the CIA to do in sev-
eral fereign leaders. Democrat-
ic Senator Frank Church of
Idaho, who heads the Senate
investigating committee, has
claimed to have “ha

dence” of the agency’s com-
plicity but nothing that would
implicate any President. Siill,
in the singular relationship of
the agency to presidential au-
thority, evidence of a CIA as-
sassination plot would seem to
implicate one President or the
other, even both, unless, of
course, the CIA had become a
law wunto itself. What the
Rockefeller commission report
revealed was “in all likelihood
just the tip of the iceberg.” ac-
cording to Church. The real
Iikelihood is that so far as the
actual assassinations are con-
cerncd, there was never much
more to this floating body than
a deceptively shimmering tip.
Castro, however, was another
maiter. The agency version of

hargss is this:

TRUILLO. Fermer senior
officers of the CIA maintain that neither
the agency nor Presidents Eisenhower
or Kennedy had anything directly to do

o
<58nly S ¢em

with the dictator’s death. Officials in the-

American_embassy had tried to per-
suade Trujillo o resign to end the do-
mestic unrest that the U S. feared might
make the country ripe for Communisim.
They had also been gingerly in touch
with leaders of the political opposition

and as a token of the American interest

"in sezeing a change. had provided one
faction with three rifles. A group of sev-
en or eight men ambushed Trujillo on
the road from ils house 6 the presi-
dential palace. Whethzrany of the U S.-
supplied rifles were used in the Killing
kas never been determined to the se.
nior CIA men’s satisfaction.

LUMUMBA. The Soviet Union s

poried him with money and arms in the
contest to take the former Beigian Con-
8o out of the West's orbit. While the
Cla supported President Moise Tshombe
of Katanga against Lumumba, it had no
part in Lumumba’s arrest and murder
by Katanganese soldiers. He was 2 ca-
sualty of African tribal politics.

. DIEM. The coup against Diem was
planned with the knowledge of Dean
‘Rusk and Averell Harriman at the State
Department, Robert S. McNamara and
Roswell Gilpatric at the Defense Da-
partment and the late Edward R. Muc-
row at the U.S. Information Agency.
The U.S. hoped Diem's overthrow would
halt the domestic turmoil that had weak-
cned South Viet Nam. But the CiA's dj-
rector, John A. McCone, vigorously op-
posed the overthrow of Diem on tha
reasoning that none of the generals en-

listed in the coup wouid bs half as ef-
fective a Icader as the man they wanted
to bring down. After the coup, Diem was
murdered. Former senior CIA officials
insist that the sfayinz was the private
work of the Vietnamese generals’ junior
officers and was doae without the US,
Governmeaat's foreknowledge.

CASTRO. Though Castrois still alive,
it is not because the Cia did not con-
sider various ways of doing him'in. The
des:an on the “maximum leaders” life
burgeoned cveraspancfsome two ycars
into a corpus of schemes. As best the
principals remember, the idea first
emerged in the late spring or early sum-
mer of 1960 2s a simple, even simple-
minded plot to poison Castro's food or
slip him a poisonzd cigar. By some ac-
counts, the notion originated with a se-
nior officer in the agsncy's Wesiern
Hemisphere division whose ideas inter-
ested Colonel Sheffield Ed-
wards, director of the agency's
Office of Security. Edwards
passed the idea on to Deputy
Director for Plans Richard M.
Bissell Jr. .

He instructed Edwards to
explore the feasibility of the
project. For help, Edwards
turned to a former FBI agent
and later Howard Hughss as-
sociate, Robert A. Maheu.

. Maheu, then a private consul-
tant and investigator, was be-
lieved to have a line to Mafia
interests that had operated
gambling casinos in Havana,
Through the connection, Ed-
wards sought to find out
whether the Mafia could pro-
duce, if need be, a man in Ha-
vana in a position to liquidate
Castro. :

Through Chicago MaSa
Chieftain Sam Giancana, who
was murdered last week in his
suburban Chicago home, and
his leutenant. John Roselli,
..the CIA recruited a gangster re-

“puted to be in Custro’s entou-
rage of bullyboys. In late Sep-
tember Bissell and Edwards
informed Director Allen Dul-
les of the results of their ten-

ON STOREY
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with Dulles was in the mog
general terms: he was merely
encouragad 1o tast tha ground
frirther. ’
H The raedical section of the
ClIa produced some exotiz pilis and even
“fixed™ a box of fine Havana cigars. The
cigars seem never to have left the late
oralory. but the pills were turn=d over
to the Mafia. The wouid-be assassia was
to have been paid S159.000 if he suc-
ceeded; some earnest money, “2 few
thousand dollars,”™ was turned over {o
him. Giancana and Roselli expected
something more important than money:
both were under investigation by the De-
partment of Justice arnd hoped to escape
prosecution. In due course, the pills
moved to Miami but no farther.

No one seems to know why nothing
happened. Perhaps the man in Havana
gotcold feet. Or he may have been eased
out of his former close proximity to Cas-
tro. By some accounts, Giancana and
Roselli found a replacement for the orig-
inal assassin and turned the pills over
to him. The substitute later claimed to
have put two separate three-man teams
of infiltrators ashore in Cuba. If he did,
nothing more was ever heard of them.

There is a further mystery as well.
It would scarcely have been in charac-
ter for Dulles 1o proceed in such a del-
icate, potentially notorious enterprise
without Eisenhower’s sanction or at
least the authorization of the National
Security Council. But there is no record
of such authority. .

Problem of Amnesia. One of Bis.
sell’'s senior lieutenants in the Cuba busi-
ness later stated he was advised by Bis-
sell on two different occasions that the
plan had White House authority. Bissell
claims to have no memory of making
such a statement. But he has also said he
would not dispute his colleague’s mem-
ory. Vice President Nelson Rockefeller
has described “a real problem of amne-
sia” that pervades the recollection of the
principals still alive. Bissell swore an
oath to keep secret whatever they were
called upon to do in the national inter-
est. In their view, amnesia may well be
another word for integrity in these times
of damaged vocabularies.

With the advent of the Kennedy Ad-
ministration, the CIA plainly assumed
that the new President would favor the
enterprise against Castro. In February
1961 Bissell brought a new personality
into the plan: a CIA officer named Wil-
liam K. Harvey. Long retired and liv-
ing now in Indianapolis, Harvey was a
pear-shaped fellow with a_ swinging
stride. An intelligence officer of the di-
rect-action school, he habitually carrieg

arevolver in his belt. ) .

Bisscli charged Harvey with the re- -
sponsibility for preparing the ground for
what in the jargon of the intelligence
trade is called an “executive action.”
That is the term for an action calcu-
lated to neutralize an adversary. The
means may include defamation of char-.: -
acter by propaganda or luring a lcader -
out of his post of influence with the
vromise of a fine villa on the Cote d* Azur .
and a bottomless Swiss bank account,
The form, in theory, also includes as-
sassination, though the CIa possessed no
machinery for this kind of executive ac-
tion. Harvey had no authority to act,

00432R 003 70007204 advise.

In the wake of the failure at the Bay
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of Pigs in April 1961 Dulles and Bissell
both left the agency. They were succeed-
ed by McCone as director and Richard
M. Helms as deputy director for plans.
Helms, who had known nothing cbout
the schemes against Castro until he suc-
cecded Bissell, did not inform McCone
about them until some months after Mc-
Cone took charge. His reasoning: “Har-
vey was merely looking into various pos-
sibilities. If he came up with anything
realistic, that would be the time to both-
er John with the decision.”

By then, of course, the Mafia con-
nection was dormant, but a blunder
threatened to blow its cover a year later-
because of an uarelated bit of skuldug-
gery in October 1960. As TIME has re-
ported, Giancana became upset because
his girl friend, Singer Phyllis McGuire,
took up in Las Vegas with Comedian
Dan Rowan. It was arranged to have
Rowan’s hotel rocom bugged. Through
ill .chance, the snooper was caught in
the act of planting his gear. The inves-
tinaiion progressed slowly, but eventu-
aily the Las Vegas police insisted on put-
ting the evidence before the FBi, and
Maheu informed Colonel Edwards that
Giancana and Roselli expected to be
protected. By May 1962 the FBI got in
touch with Edwards about the matter.

‘'With Edwards in tow, CIA General

Counsel Lawrence Houston warned As-

-sistant Attorney General Herbert J..
Miller Jr. that the CIA’s connection with.

the Mafia faced exposure if the snoop-
ers ~ere prosecuted. A day or so later,
Houston and Edwards met with then
Atiorney General Robert Kennegy. He
was upset bui apparently not unduly
alarmed. There would be no prosecu-
tion. His parting words were: “If you
people want to get involved again with
Mafia types, I want you to consult me
first.” It was Houston’s impression that
Kennedy had not known of the oper-
ation until that afternoon tut had no ob-
jection to its going forward.

Special Meeting. In August 1962

the assassination project came under

discussion at the highest levels of the
Government. McCone called a special
meeting of officials—among thern Rusk,
McNamara and Murrow—to discuss the
growing Soviet activities in Cuba. Mc-
Cone and another man present remem-
ber that McNamara raised the question
of disposing of Castro. Murrow at once
objected to any discussion on that peint.
McCone echoed the protest. Neverthe-
less, a memorandum circulated two days
later by Air Force Major General Ed-
ward Lansdale. a2 counterinsurgency ex-
pert attached to McNamara’s office, in-
cluded a mention of a plan for
“eliminating” or “liquidating” or other-
wise doing Castro in—no one remem-
bers thie exact phrase. -

" VWhen the memo was hand-carried
to McCone. he hit the roof. He tele-
phored the Pentagon and demanded
that the memo be withdrawn at once.
That was done. but a copy, with the ob-
jectionable terms blanked out, somehow
survives, and was the object of much
speculation among the Rockefeller and
Senate panels. Two monthsaafter the Au-
gust meeting. the Soviet missiles were
discovered in Cuba. In the turmoil, Har-
vey's executive action and the Mafia
connection all disappeared into the void,
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Lunch with the Presideni

The Rockefelier commission’s re-
port on the Cential Inielligence Agen-
<y is something of a vindication for the
New York Twues, which bicke the st
ry of CiA domestic spying in an article
lust Dec. 22 by Invéstigative Reporter
Seymour Hersh. Yet for months .the
Tiimes sat on an even juicier part of the
CIA story-—President Ford’s concern

:over the agency's alleged role in foreign

assassination plots—but chose not to
print it. Times editors last week were
standing by their decision, but the ep-
isode underlined the hazards of giving
and taking off-the-record information.

Shortly after Hersh’s. CIA story,

White House Press Secretary Ron Nes-
sen called Clifton Daniel, the Times
Washington bureau chief, and told him
that invitations were being sent for an
“informal” lunch with the President. Cn

Jan. 16, seven top Timesmen were ush-

ered into a small dining room in the East
Wing for lamb chops with Ford, Nes-
sen, Chief of Staff Donald Rumsfeld,
Economic Adviser Alan Greenspan and
Special Consultant Robert Goldwin.
The gathering was cordial, though Ford
occasionally interjected “"Now this is off
the record” and “This is not for pub-
lic.” Talk eventually turned to the
Rockefeller commission. Ford ex-
pressed concern that the inquiry could
uncover embarrassing CIA activities not
related to domestic spying. “‘Like what?”

asked Managing Editor A.M. Rosen-.

thal, always the reporter. Repiied the
President: ““Assassinations.” .

-~ Y D TS BT R
FOrg S LONCEN. NLCEWale, LG Cu-

itors gathered in Daniel’s office” and-

agreed that since the lunch was off the
record, the Times could not print the
President’s disclosure. When Daniel
tried to get Nessen to relent and put the
quote on the record, the press secretary
stood firm. A day or two later, Daniel
chatted with Reporter Hersh about the
ClIA’s possible role in foreign assassina-
tions, but Daniel says he did not reveal
the President’s mention of the subject; in
any case, Hersh kept busy on the story’s
domestic angle. “Why didn't I tell him to
drop everything and get on the foreign-
assassination story?” asks Daniel. “Be-

cause it wasn't new. What was new was
i that Ford was concerned. We couldn't
" print that story. 1 don’t take my word
lightly. I don't think gentlemen and Jjour-
. nalists are mutually exclusive.”
Werd of the lunch eventually got to
CBS Newsman Daniel Schorr, who on
Feb. 28 reported the President’s concern
about CiA assassinaticn plots. Schorr's
report stirred a mild sensation, and for-
‘mer CiA Director Richard Helms de-
nounced the reporter as “Killer Schorr!
Killer Schori!” But by then the Rocke-
feller commission was well into its in-
vestigation, and its final report pleads
—n0t too convincingly—ihat there was
‘not enough time to examine the subject
fully. Schorr refuses to identify his
source. o
Did the President deliberately make
that ofi-the-record lunchtime discloscre
in order to keep the paper—and the
hard-charging Hersh—off the a>sassina-
tin trail? Governmert and corperate
officials occasionally try to “lock up”
news .organizations with straiegically
placed not-for-publication disclosures.
In the President’s case, ii is unirkely that
he spoke out of guile. “I don't know how
devious the President is,” answers Ron
Nessen, “and I'm not going to ask him.”
Managing Editor Rosenthal sees no
skulduggery in the President’s remark.
Says he: “How did he know that we
would respect the ofi-the-record part?”

Leaky Table. Not everyone at the
Times is entirely pleased that the paper
elected to be so trustworthy. “As far as
I'm concerned, when you've got that
many peopie around a table, nothing is
off the record,” says Associate Editor
Tom Wicker, who attended the lunch.
“But I work here, so I accepted the de-
cision.” Says Hersh: “Things have a way
of leaking-—which is why it's ridicuious
to make those agreements.”

Ridiculous it may be, but journalists
often find it essential to let their sourc-
es say things privately that they would
never say otherwise. Some of these
sources may try to entomb sensitive in-
formation by using the off-ths-record
stratagem, but the presidential luncheon

. episode seems to prove, as Seymour

Hersh says, that such things do have a
way of getting out. .

U. S. NEWS & WORLD REPORT
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' The operating budget of the Senate
commirtee investigating the CIA has
zoomed from the original §750,000 to

_nearly 1.2 million dollars. About 90
stalf members are now at work, includ-
ing a battery of experienced interroga- .
tors, plus 2 number of specialists with

CIA or FBI experience.

'
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Ab@hsh the @EA it’s

the only cﬁezmsmé

“conrrol ‘and engaged i

. The Rockefeller Commxs—
cmn did not fulfill its pur--
pose. It did not because it
could not.

The purpose of an expert
panel making a report to
the President is to clear up
public doubt about murky
situations. The Warren
Commission on the assassi-
nation of John F. Kennedy,
the Eisenhower Commis-
sion on violence, the Kerner
Commission on riots, the
Walker Commission on the
Chicago convention — these
and other reports were con~
troversial.

But their investigations
were thorough and their re-
sults were made public. The
controversy arose from an
irreducible ‘minimum of
confusion in events and of
prejudice inhearers. -

The contrast with the
Rockefeller Commission is
.obvicus. Even President
Yord, while congratulating
Rockefeller and saying the
-report could restore CIA
credibility, went on to add
that there can be no cover-
up because other investiga-.
tions will follow, or because
Ed Leviis a fine man. :

The President accepted
the report while saying we
should withho!d judgment.
Yet the report’s job was to

«facilitate judgment, and to
convince the rest of us that
“its own norms of 3udgment
were sound. \

Ford assured us he did,

not want te be a Monday

morning quarterback. But
that is just the assignment
given toinvestigators.

. -The reference to Attorney:
General Levi's integrity.
was beside the point. The
report should have had its
own credibility, entirely
aside from criminal pro-
ceedings.

The attorney general, in.

this case, may not prose-
cute individuals for any
number of reasons — am-
biguity in the law, the stat-
‘ute of limitations, the death
of participants in illegal ac-
tivities (which go back 20
years, the President tells
Aus), the use of “‘executive;

rivilege’’ to protect Na-'

nonal Secunty Councxl'

members.

The failure to prosecute
now does not assure us that
the CIA has stayed within

the Jaw —. either the mo#hpprO‘ged ForéRelease:200

law or the federal statutes.

Assuring us of that was the

job of the Rockefeller,
Commission and, by the
President’s own statement,

the commission failed.

Why the failure? Was iti

the fault of Rockefeller, of
Ford, of staff members; a
goof in timing, publicity, or
organization? None of these

things. The fauit is in the

CIA.
What was desired was a
convincing assurance that

the CIA has not been out of

shabby activities. That’

‘assurance will never be

forthcoming, because it has
been out of control and en-

‘gaged in morally shabby

operations for some time.

2 The CIA has inculcated in

its members and leaders a

‘feeling that they are above

the law; that anything they
do for what they conceive to

‘be the national interest is

justifiable; that all outsid-

‘ers, even officials, must be
lied to and tricked; that any

atterupt to check their
power is an attack on the

country’s security and must
WASHI N GTON STAR be fmled .

16 June 1375
‘Garry Wills™~
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" "The name of the CIA is
never going to be cleared
The more we learn about it,
the more despicable it ap-
pears. Its directors have
Yied to Congress. Its mem-
bers have reutinely broken

.the law inside the agency,

and scme have felt commis-
sioned to do so even after

‘they leave the firm. Its de-

fenders fall back on every
sleazy armun:»m available,
Ths only cleansing thor

ough enough, the only one

proportionaie to the agen
cy’s offenses, is abolition.

The CIA is a secret em-
pire with more resources
for protecting itself than for
protecting the country
Intelligence work goes on in’
mary bureaus where it can
still be contralled. They
should be maintained and
expanded. The CIA should
be “terminated with ex-
treme pre;ud'ce "

Abolish 'ﬂm @m

Apsloglsts for t e CIA to its ms‘xgators Let aMar- The sp‘es musf spy not on!y4

. are right in one respect:

chetid, or a rmup Agee.

oan Ul(‘lll‘ own spies, but on

¥0u cannot neatly separate make themseives weaithy: anyone- who miight be
the CIA’s forexgn from its . and famous by spilling the spying on these spies.

domestic activities. Not
when the foreign activities

_ are vast, secretly financed,

iand do not recognize for-
eign or international laws.
‘Take just one problem:
How do you'prevent people
from blowing the "CIA's
mulnple covers? The agen-

cy has thousands of present

employes it must keep an
eye-on — and growing num-
bers of ex-employes who
must be watched, silenced
or intimidated.

.To provide fronts,«the
.agency throws out ever
more corporations of its
own, and plants men in
other organizations — and
these, im- turn, must be
\watched. Among other
things, the CIA is a set of
interiocking businesses that
bandle millions of dollars.

: Each cover must be
eovered. There is an end-
less prohferatlon of spies to
4py on spies. I‘ anything,
the spinning-off of Hunt and
McCord into careers of
crime may cause the CIA to
crease efforts at watching
its own. And that means
watchmg them ail, all the:
fest of their lives ~ an end-
less, and end! esslv expand
"39 tﬂ‘{
¢ Just look at the amoum of
fhan-hours and nioney ex-
pended to prevent one
agent, Vietor Marchcttl,
trom publishing a boo

the effort looks economical

ww&&uﬁll\

beans, and what wxll fol-
low?

Howard Hunt has already
demonstrated that an ex-

trying to shake down the
president of the United
States for cash. The CIA’
has good reason to fear that
men will start talking.

The fear that men will
talk is an unhealthy thing in.
a democracy. It gets more
unhealthy as the number of
men being gagged multi-
plies, and the justification
for their silence diminishes.
Whadt the CIA fears is the
light of day.

We taxpayers have, with
billions of dollars, furnished’
a thousand dank littie cel-

‘lars we knew nothing about, -

and our own money will be
used in the future to make
sure we learn as little about
them as possible. \

If you doubt this, look at
the recommendations of the
Rockefeller Commission it-
self. After criticizing the
CIA, and saying it shouid
stay out of domestic spving,
the report makes these four
excaptions:

i. When the agency is
keeping a ‘watch over its

« owrw rembers, present or

past — a large domestic
personnel.

2. When it is coumermo
the actions of people outside

3 When a domestic target
is. ‘“‘suspected of espio-
nage.” In the past, receiv-
ing mail from abroad was

+ CIA agent is not above enough to qualify under this.

proviso. .

4. When information
“incidental” to foreign ac-
_tivities has been uncovered
‘and is referred to other
agencies.
' In other words,z even the
commission, in trying to cut
back on the CIA’s home ac-
tivity, specifies foar powers’
by which it can police its:
own, maimain its domestic
fronts, use deceit about its-
financing, and harass those
who are suspected of for-
eign activities or any illegal
activities. .
" We are asked to gwe the
agency money for guarding.
its spies from exposure. We
pay to insure our own
deception. If the CIA is
authorized to cover up, it is
de factc authorized to avoid
accountability, It makes no
sense for the Rockefeller
Commission to call for ac-
countabxmy

The CIA is already a cyst
in our government, a can-
cerous growth more loyal to
itself thau to any law, ior-
eign or domestic. It is an
enemy of our enemies; but
also anenemy o us.

With such friends we

need enemies. One

&b%&ﬁm@t@bﬁnﬂﬂg} ot “refr;rm‘.' a can-

“facilities or. personnel.” .
h

.cer, Oise cuts if 6ul.
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-To criticize the ClIA, one
need not feel any animus to-
ward it on ideological
.grounds. Even if one agreed
entirely with the agency’s
goals, and had no objection to
its past record, there would
still be two solid arguments
‘against it. These argumenis
.are not political; they derive
from common sense, and can
‘be stated simply: .

l Itnshardtokeepaue.

2 The bureaucract spends
most of its time servicing n--
-self. -

. Put these two insights to~
-gother, and you see that a
_huge intelligence agency has
ihe . bureaucratic  problem
multxphed severalfold, since
‘it is servicing a particularly
vulnerablé thing—its own se-

‘erecy. And all the servicing

_efforts in turn have their se-
-erecy protected.
‘Bernard Shaw puts the bu-
+reaucratic problem perfectiy
in:a brief parable. A wealthy
Edwardian couple with one
-servant got as much service
-8 annfhm' familv with nine
servanis. The house that gave
- living space to 1l persons (the
~coupln and their 9 servants)
was of necessity larger than
“that accommodating 3 per.
. sons—and much of those 9
. servants’ work must go to the
" upkeep of the larger mansion,
even though it was made
“large inthe first place to
. house them.

‘The cook car no longer

cook for 3 (counting herself),
« she must cook for Il Nine ex-

BALTIMORE SUN

tra persons’ clothes must be
washed, beds made, hours ar-

ranged, conflicts adjudicated,’

accounts watched, habits cor-
rected, in order to get the 2
persons’ neads locked after.

Soon the employer must .
work harder to keep up this -

wasteful empire. Or, if he
lives off others, they must be
harder. worked, or a greater
portion of their work must
pay for the wasteful upkeep of
the lord.

You see the parallel—gov-
ernment is the employer, and
the taxpayers are being
worked to keep up the canni-
balizing efforts of the bu-
reaucracy. As such, Shaw’s ar-
gument tells against all large
bureaucratic agencies. :

But recast the fable to al-'

fow for the secrecy factor.
The nine original servants
must conduct hidden lives.
- Even the large house built to
contain them is not enough.
- They must be maintained se-
-cretly elsewhere, a new ex-

‘pense; they must be brought-

to the house in secret—a five-
fald exnense, for tha transnor.
tation itself, for the secrecy

reasures around it, for trans-

porters paid both to transport
and to keep the secret, for the
off-hours and double-time of
the transporters’ servants’

employment, and for the peo- |

pie who have time to make all
these quiet arrangements and
keep them in operation.

The housework must be

done at night, or in odd hours, *

as if by magic. Scheduling
. presents great dxffxcultxes So

ERCCP AR
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Kissinger says S@mEmy

of CIA hinders his ;g@h

* By DEAN MILLS
Washington Bureay of The Sun

Washington—Henry A. Kis-
singer, Secretary of State, said
yesterday that the recent inves-
tigations into the activities of
the Central Intelligence Agency
have hampered the condnct of
American {ovexgn policy but
have not been “a ma)or 1mped|
ment.”

. Mr. Kissinger, ‘answering
. questicns in an appearance be-
fore a conference:of the Public
Broadcasting System here, said
the invesiigatioi§™ have showi
that there “obviously have been
some abuses” of power by the ;
CIA.
- “But,” he added, “I consider |

hope it will not be damaged by
these ... investigations.”

He said it is “essential for-
the United States to have a.
{irst-rate intelligence erganiza-
tion under the strict control of
the political leadership.”

. Mr. Kissinger said he thinks
the revelations of the investiga-
tions have not disturbed foreign
leaders as much as Americans,

because the foreigners take for

granted many of the intelli-
gruce activides censured here. -

“There is no other country in
the world where an intelligence
agency could be subjected to
the public scrutiny that has

ed For Release 2001/08

e CI ¢ been the case here,” he sa
the CIA essential for ﬂwA@ﬁ §f ov

duct of gur (ore'%n policy

does hlding the source of pay :

given to these servants. Be-
sides, some servants’ activi-
ties must be hidden from their
" fellows. That involves still an-

other house, another transpor- .

tation system; another fake

conduit of pay, and another
cystem to check up on what”

these servants do that their.

fellow servants cannot see.

Beds are made in the sev-
eral abodes, tunnels dug to
connect them, and more peo-
ple paid to keep the secret of
howr, or whether, these things
are being done. The main
house is filled with secret pas-

- sages, so all the servants do
" niot collide. Men must be hired
for that carpentry, must

therefore  be checked, and .
watched, and paid well to-
keep their secrets. When a

‘servant leaves, he carries se-
crets with him, and another
servant must be hired to
“watch what he does outside
the service. The bureaucratic
problem, bad -enough, be-
comes 3 nightmare in no time
. when mulhnlmd hv fhn. EP(‘!‘P-

That is what the current in-
vestigations of the Central In-

telligence Agency are all-

about. And, naturally, we taz-
payers are paying for the peo-

‘ple to find all these secret tun- -

nels whose construction we al-

so paid for. We pay the hunt-
ers and the hunted, the hounds

and the foxes, and both multl-

ply like rabbits, It is Alice
time in this industrious Won-

b i

-.derland. - - -

[raps calls
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~ Proxmire

Lhid [P

$o

to end QM

Washington (AP)—Senator
William Proxmire (D, Wis.), a
leading critic of the Central In-
teliigence Agency, said yester--
day that calls for abolishing the
agency are “foolish and danger-
ous.

o

“C5 disband the CIA and!

give - the military intelligence!
agencies free rein could result|

in a new cycle of ominous-
threat estxmates followed by a
dramatic increase in the de-
fense budget,”. Senator Prox-
mire said.

“Talk of dishanding the CIA
is unreasonable,” Mr. Proxmire
said in a _speech prepared for
delivery in the Senate today
and released yesterday. B

“Strong measures must be
taken to insure that future vio-
lations of the law or good sense
cannot oceur,” Mr. Proxmire
said. “Criminal penalties must
be written into law.

“But disbanding the CIA
would shut our eyes and ears
during a neriod of tension in the
ngdle East and elsewhere,” he :
Sat

“The CIA is the only organi-
zation that can provxde this da-’
ta without self- servmg bxases.
he said. )

Senator Proxmire said mlh-
tary intelligence services are
subject to a number of strong
pressures including “the natu-.
ral terdency to inflate the for-
eign military threat and get
more money from Cangre<s S

CHICAGO TRIBUNE
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f LEPTTERS TO THE EDITOR

ERaps CIA anuuzcs

| CHICAGO-—-.A: a former staff officer
of the Office of Strategic Services [the
predecessor of the ClA] T view the m
vestigations of the CIA as a product o

the, “new morality”

our politicians.‘ ; o
With thousands of dedicated career

people involved in gathering vital

which now bssets

intel-

ligence necessary for our nation’s very
existence, it seems picayune to submit
this agency lo the pick and shovel tech:
niques of 1976 candidates and the media, i
which now feelthe need for a new road !

‘show.

* There is need, I admit, for new legis- i
Iation which would compel the CIA to (‘
be accountable for expended fund:, angd |
for an overseer committee, but the ‘com-

mlttee should be in the Senate, not the !

1.. Holland :
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- Wills stirs up a wasps’ nest

" Yeur columnist Garry Wills' ~

.proposal that we abolish the CIA'
provides us with a clear example of
neo-Jeffersonian folly. To the liber-
al mind, the solution to unchecked
power is its abolition. Insfitutions
are evil inasmuch as they restrain
.the creative and virtuous individu-,
al. Lurking in the background of’
liberal idealism is that nation of
small farmers that would theoreti-.
cally allow maximum liberty for the,
individual by severely limiting gov-;
ernmental power over his life. s
" But it is clear that our system is"-
founded on the restraint of power, -
not its non-exercise. And, for the |
most part, our institutions have:
‘exerted a force to expand individual
liberty, not to restrain it. The end.
-result of the abdication of power:
wielding in a society would be, in.
-my opinion, not a Jeffersonian para-
dise of free men tilling their own’
part of the soil, but rather a Hobbe- .
sean purgatory of bellum omnia
contra omnia (*the war of all
:against all") . S
. The CIA is a necessary and vital”
agency whose functions are indis-
pensable in today's world. The solu- .
tion to its excesses lies in regula-
tion. not aboiition. Mr. Wilis'
proposal for its demise leads us no-,
where but backwards into a never-:
never land of fantasy. )

P

¢ R.Peyton Howard
Washington, D.C. . -
As a CIA retiree whd served 23"
years with the agency, I resent’
deeply the implicit suggestion by
Wills that all those who are serving

and have given service with CIA "
should put on sackcloth and ashes

and be stoned in the public square.

~ During those 23 years, I suffered

some fools in the organization and
found it necessary to work with the’,
occasional bastard. (There must be’
a few such folk in, say, the depart-.
‘ments of Agriculture, Commerce, or,

perhaps, perish the thought, even in*
the journalistic profession.) - -
. Bastardly they may have been,’
but, with a single exception, I had

-utmost respect for their capabil-:
ities. I consider it a privilege to
have been associated with the;
organization. Not once did I lose the

conviction that what I was doing®
was, at best, significant and impor-
tant for America, and, at worst,
simply dull, plodding work. C.
S ) - PaulE.Carr [t
‘McLean, Va. T ‘ i
R RO P
. [ realize the necessity for frecdom"
‘of the press, but Wills" opinions are

-verging on the brink of tyranny. His*
cute phrases such as “cyst” and-
“‘cancer' are irresponsible and

“ “doesn't he suggest some sort of a

.solution other than elimination? )
. I'would like to know who he thinks
.would handle our foreign intelli-
“gence if the CIA were abolished. ol
. . “l.AlbertE.Crandall '
Rockville, Md. ~ - . e
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.. 'Ask Garry Wills who has been the’
imperialist avd the confiscator ‘of
property and countries in the past’
'S0 years — the communist totalitar-
ian socialists, the Nazi totalitarian.
‘socialists, the Mao Tse-tung totali-
,tarian imperialist expansionist
'socialists, the Brezhnev totalitarian
‘imperialist expansionist socialists
(Soviet Union), the Pham Van Dong
totalitarian socialists imperialists-'
.expansionists? Or the United States
-and its CIA? s fErd
!" Ask Garry Wills who are the ex-:
‘ploiters and oppressors of peoples
— the United States and its CIA, or -
‘the Soviet Union and its KGB? The
‘foremost authority on the Soviet
‘Union’s socialism is Aleksandr I.
'Solzheni_tsyn, who wrote ““The.
‘Gulag Archipelago.” He savs. ““The
Soviet Union iives under the ruie of .
serfdom. Free citizens are not at all’
free. They are free neither to
‘choose their employment, nor to_
fight for a fair wage for it, and even
in their day-by-day lives, they are
‘obliged to conform to the whims of.
the petty local party bosses." ,
+ Solzhenitsyn says the petty local
- ‘party bosses-.are generally KGB,
and the KGB has infiltrated every .
‘country in the world. They have .
assassinated our agents and other’
agents, universally. They have
penetrated our schools and Con-
.gress. i : .

© -7 ""Anton B: Kamenev " "
Washington, D.C. i e
.* Garry Wills doesn’t want to cut
out the cancer; he wants to kill the
patient. .. - o 2}

*(F ¥ %
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H. Nelson Filton -

;Alexandria, Va.

o In an article you published on-
June 15, David Wise said: *“There
have, of course, been coups in-
which CIA played a role and in’
:which foreign leaders have been
killed, notably Diem in South Viet-
nam in 1963 and Salvador Allende in
-Chilein1973." .. . g
- Seymour Hersh of the New York :
“Times invested a large amount of
time and effort investigating the -

charge that the CIA was involved in ™

-the coup that overthrew Salvador’

Alende. I asked him about his find- '
ings a few weeks ago, and he said
that he had been able to find no evi-

- dence cf any CIA involvement.

Mr. Hersh, who was largely re- .
sponsible for the exposure in the
press of the'My La: massacre, is -
certainly not one who would conceal *
evidence of CIA involvement in any
wrongdoing. If Mr. Wise has found
evidence that neither Hersh nor
anyone else has uncovered, he-
should- reveal it. Otherwise he
should be asked to retract his “of -
course” assertion. L

" ReedJ.lIrvine,

- e Chairman,
3 < Accurocy e mhedia, Inc 7
Washington, D.C. - . . .. Vi

) - I 5

Can honest and intelligent Ameri-
cans really view it as wrong for
local, county, state and federal po-
lice organizations to work together
for the common good of all? Per-
haps some governmental big-wheels
have more to hide than us ordinary
folk and; therefore, a greater fear
of being exposed for what they are.

A few years ago, when a woman
was attacked and killed in New
York City, nearhy citizens were .
condemned for not going to her aid ;
or calling the authorities. According .
to the logic of CIA critics, if one of -
‘those citizens had been a CIA em- |
ploye and gone to her aid, he could .
‘have been chastised for doing so be- g
cause it would not have been within
the sphere of his agency's mission. -
Such rationale is most astounding.

. Many federal agencies adhere to
the principle that their emplayes -
would be remiss in their duties if
they did not report suspicious ac-
tions, potentially detrimental to the
U.S., to appropriate authorities. -
With this tenet, a good citizen' must -
certainly agree. R o
P ~ v .« Elmer Gettis
Falls Church,va. . = | :

¢

What's source
s for the goose . , .

I'm stumped. Would you please:
‘tell me the difference between a°
C'source’ (identified as such a
_dozen times in a New York Times
News Service story you ran under
the Licadline, *Plot by CIA to Poisen
Cuba's Top Command Is Dis-
closed™) and a spy? Or do they both
add up to hypocrisy? - . . .

Maybe this is one of the reasons
most Americans have a low opinion-

'4of both the press and the govern-
ment. Both of you could learn to be

3 lot more honest. . .
N Dexis M. C'Donnell
Forestville,Md. .~ . .
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PENIhOUSE
JULY, 1975

.. THE CONSTITUTIONAL 7
RIGHT OF ALL CITIZENS TO B
- SECURE IN THEIR HOUSES.
IS VIOLATED EVERY DAY BY

N

T THE STRANGE -
- BUREAUCRATS OF THE 7 3
NTELLIGENCE COMMUNITY

Arericans have! always believed that the
Fight to privacy is sacred. We'shudder 2t
sicries told by travelers to the Soviet Union’
nG other dictatorships who take for
Grenied that théir hotel rooms and phonss
re bugged and that they zre followed. Butl
« we discover there is literally no piacé
vithin the United States sdfe from the jl-
fegal snooping of the CiA (which 15 red
stricted by law to foreign operations) and
he many other government agendigs
nown as the “intelligence Cornmunity !
e. extraordinary exampls is the' tiny
-beam: transmitief émoedded "in ‘the

i of tha Cval Office at tHe White House]]

2V iinder 2 coat of fresh paint on the
Pval Otfice wall, and- the. ultimate dispo?
pition “of the: instriment remain’ uncle

40 we knoyr if tapes ware made ok
hese transmissions—which is, perhaps,
he most crucial question. -
It is also not known if Nixon himself was
aware of and consented to the installation. if
e did, the laser system complemented his
idden recording devices that produced the
amous White House tapes. (In any event,
he laser device picked up with infinitely
iore clarity every word uttered in the Oval
Difice, eliminating the "unintelligible” gaps
hat affected the tapes. In addition, the laser
Bystem permits, unlike a tape recnrder, the
dentification of every individual voice in a
uon -and the separation of several simul:
aneous conversations.) It is not known
where the laser beam signal was received,
but technical experts believe that such a

fiis Is the' third articla 'in a monthly series|
n America's Intolligence SPPTANERY) 9!11
leding the CIA. 50 o o 12

device has a transmission range of under a
halfmile along aclear line of sight. The laser
beam must be aimed out a window—it
would be deflected by a wall. In the case of
the Oval Qffice it had to go through the
panes of the French doors leading to the
Rose Garden.

Highly reliable sources told Penthouse
that one or more senior officials of the Secrat
Service and the Central Intelligence Agency
are familiar with the “Easy Chair” situation in
the White House, aithough they could not
say whether they learned of it only when the
laser device was discovered and removed
early in August 1570, or whether they knew
at some earlier date. The sources would not
rule out that the late J. Edgar Hoover, then
director of the Federal Bureau of Investiga-
tion, was also privy to “Easy Chair.”

In any event, this super-bugging of the
presidential office looms as cne of the maost
bizarre episodes in the still unfolding stery
of domestic spying carried out by six suc-
cessive administrations, but climaxing most
-spectacularly during. Nixon's tenure.

Penthouse learned of this bugging of the
Oval Office as a result of a lengthy investi-
gation. According to highly authoritative
-sources, the person who installed the laser
transmitter, possibly on a second attempt
when ‘an original device did not function
properly, is a foreign-born individual em-
ployed as a painter by the government and
apparently controlled by one of the intelli-
gence agencies. His name as well as a
numbcer of cther relevant details are with-
held trom publication to avoid causing suf-
fering and embarrassment to persons inno-
cently involved in this operation.

Investigations by Penthouse have also
produced the significant fact that officials of

1 the General Services Administration, which

is responsible for the maintenance of gov-
ernment buildings, have been under strict
orders from the Secret Service since 1970
not to discuss with outsiders anything per-
taining to the painting of the interior of the
White House. The Secret Service also is-
sued orders that all inquiries on the subject
be immediately reported to it. These orders
apply to painting foremen and their crews as
well as to other GSA employees. Penthouse
sources were unable to say, however, wheth-
er these orders are exclusively related to
the "Easy Chair” incident. .
Beyond the new disclosures of White'
House bugging. recent investigations, in-
‘cluding those by Penthouse, also strongly
suggest that the cover-up of secret domes-
tic spying activities by U.S. intelligence
agencies has continued in 1975, despile’
President Ford's instructions that all rele-
vant information be supplied to the investi-
gating panels: the Rockefeller Commission
and the two special congressional commit-

" tees. Butthe White House has excluded cer-

tain top-secret material from information
given to the Senate and House panels. These
are the facts: | . :

e Civilian ‘and " military ' intelligence
agencies maintain political files on tens of
thousafids of American citizens, ostensibly
for reasons of *riational Sécurity” and crimi-+
nal investigations, but just as often to satisfy
the political curiosity of overzealous gov-
ernment sleuths. There are files on sexual,
drinking, and othef personal habits and

R,

cials, artists and writers, civil rights mili-

A senwo1;;0m&mmmeuazgg@%ﬁﬁ?ﬁ@@%

tants, dissicents in general, and real or sus-
pected radicais.

e Caurtrecords, disclosed in April of this
year {months after Ford ordered the inves-
tigation of the Intelligence Community},
show that at least twenty federal agencies
still maintain electronic surveillance of
Americans at home and abroad. Overseas,
particularly in Germany, the targets are U.S.
military personnel. This surveillance in-
cludes telephone tapping and the secret
recording of face-to-face conversations
either through hidden devices or informers
secretly wired for sound. (It is unclear. how-
ever, whether all this surveillance is based
on court orgers or is conducted iliegaily.)

The immense scope of this activity canbe
appreciated from this list of agencies-en-
gaging in domestic and foreign electronic
surveillance of Americans: the FBI; the CIA;
the Nationai Security Agency; the Dafense
Intelligence Agency; the Department of the
Air Force; the Postal Inspection Service: the
IRS Intelligence Division; the IRS Inspaction
Service's Internal Security Division; the
Drug Enforcement Administration; the
Treasury's Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, and
Firearms; the Naval Investigative Service;
the Administrative Services Section of the
Joint Chiefs of Staff; the Defense Mapping
Agency; the Defense Nuclear Agency; the
Defense Security Assistance Agency; the
Defénse Sugpply Agency: the Defense Civit
Preparedness Agency; the Defenss Ad-
vanced Projects Agency; the Defanse
Communications Agency; the Defense Con-
tracling Audit Agency; the 502nd Army Se-.
curity Agency Group: the Ofiice of the Depu-;
.ty Chief of Staff for Intelligence of the U.S.!
Army in Europe; the Investigation and Police
.Information Division of the U.S. Army in Eu-
rope; the Army Criminal Investigation
Command; and the Defense Investigative
Service. It must be kept in mind that all this
spying is outside normal criminal surveifiance
by law enforcement agencies. In addition,
acting on requests from nineteen fedaral
agencies and scores of local law enforce-
et unas, the U.S. Postal Service (which
has an intalligence unit) is currently tracing
&nd racording the origins of mail delivered
o thousands of American citizens. Qur gov-
ernment. from the federal down to the state
and municipal levels, appears to have em-
barked on a veritable snooping bingek{h
shculd ba recorded. however, that the Pen-
tzgsn makes a point that only five of its
agencies are autharized to conduct elec-
tronic surveillance.)

e ClA director William E. Colby informed

resident Ford of possible illegal activities
by his agency. including domestic spying

-and conspiracies 1o carry out assassina-

tions of foreign leaders. only atter a part of
tha vail of secrecy was lifted in press reporis
lzst December. This information had been
withreld for nzarly two years even though
formsr CIA diractor James R. Schlesinger,

‘ficw secretary of defense. ordered CIA em-

pioyses as far backas 1973 to reportto him
activities exceeding or violating the GlA
chaner. He received a number of such re-
rcts. Coloy inherited this material in 1973
and sacretly requasted the Justice Dapart-
mant o investigate illegal CIA actions—
raising the possibility of criminal prosecu-
tions ag CIA officials—but he
form Ford of it untii the
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antztion of hie fifty.nace yritten repo?t

....... v
December and his supplementai “oral”
n assassinations. .
2 CIA maintains its own secret list of
s, known as the BIGOT file, in ad-
to 10,000 name files of Americans

.

ad civil rights activists. Penthouse report-
13 in its June issue that the CIA maintained
inza the 1950s separate dossiers on the

2 senators Joseph McCarthy and.Robent
{arr, a3 vwell as on Senator Hubert H: Hum-

hry—in addition to New York congress-

oman Beila Abzug, the only member of

ngress ihattha ClA has publiciy admitted

ing afile on. The BIGOT file ismade up

zrsons who are regardec as “bigoted”

boainst the agancy. .

Bzsidas keagping dossiers oa thousands

mezricans, the ClA is also known to have

ainad surveiilance on Supreme Court

Wiiliamn O. Douglzs; Representative

a2 Papper, Florida Democrat; former

sarzsantative Cornelius Gallagher, New

Papublican: and thz late ssnzlor

tong. a Missouri Democceral. The

zstin Douglas and Gallagherwas

zrzniiy based on their contacts in the

; P=public. Douglas visited there

1852 2nd hed close ties to former presi-

1 Juza Bosch. one of whose advisers

vz CiA links of his cwn. (And allegations

b2an made that tha CIA played a-role

z3sination of the Dominican

. Trujillo.) Fepper wvias re-

eczuse of his ties to Cu-

Fioida, a majorarea ol CIA

. . according ta sources.

d he agency's interest bacause of

inxs to foreign corporations operating in
he United States.

CIA sources say that many "enemies” on
he BIGOT list have been targets of agency.
bugging by "Easy Chair” laser devices. The
pdvantage of such devices is that they are

sually untraceable and do not constitute
bctual wiretapping for which, at least in the-
pry, either a courtorderora “national secu-
ity” clearance by the attorney general is
equired. ' :

e The government secretly condoned the
broduction of awesome antipersonnel ex-
blosive devices, such as flashlights and
elephone receivers loaded with explo-
kives, by the B.R. Fox Company, a private

ompany in Alexandria, Virginia. Some of
he officials of this company are belisved
o have had past ties with the ClA's para-

ilitary operations branch. There is no evi-
ence that B. RB..Fox, which mysteriousily
ent out of business last November, was
hetuailly owned by the CIA. But Fairfax Coun-
¢ 2uthoritias reported ugon inquiry that the

'3

ampany never requested nor received the

acessary parmit for the manufacture of ex-
biosive devices in the Fairfax jurisdiction.
teliigence sources indicate that other such
ompanies are presently operating else-
here in the United States.
" ¢ The CIA obtained from the Civil Aero-
autics Board and the Federal Aviation Ad-
inistration a special certification for one
hf its “proprietary” airlines, Southern Air
ransport Inc., exerrpting it from the require-
ent of flying approved charter routes.
Bouthern's aircraft are thus able to be used
hnywhere in the world without filin
egc\;vrls with the CAB. RPP(OVegd

e 1o deal with nreseurés from current in-'
vestigations. the CIA established at its’
headquarters last February a secret "CON-~
FOUND Task Force.” designed to counter
charges against tha agency. CONFCGUND is
supported by CIRA, the Central Intelligence
Retired Association, formed last March-20.
CIRA's board of governors includes some of
the best-known former senior agency offi-
cials. The CIA, according to informants, also
sought to plant at least two of-its former
officials on the staff of the Senate committee
investigating the Inteiligence Community.

e its naval operations ranging from the
sublime to the ridiculous. the ClA has been
involved with billionaire Howard Hughes in
various ventures, including the ship de-
signed to retrieva a sunken Soviet subma-
rine, and it continues to operate—from a
room in a small N2w York hotel and from a
postal box in Par.ama—the Apalio. a myste-
rious motor yacht loaded with electronic
and communications equipment. The
3000-ton Apoflo. which is almost 500 fest
long. usually operates in southern European
waters.

This article will examine in some detail
the domestic activities of the U.S. Intelli-
gence Community—many of them clearly il-
legal and a clear and present danger to the
democratic process.

For over twenty-five years these activities
have often been in direct violation of U.S.
laws. (The CIA. for example, is barred by
federal law from domestic intelligence op-

erations and from domestic police func-’
tions.) In addition. this comestic espionage
has violated the civil rights of Americans on
whom secrot political filss

whose phones have begen tapped with or:
without court orders, and whose mail has

T T
Niave oo n:‘;u__

been opened or. at least, monitored through::.

Postal Service "rnail covers™ on behalf of
various intelligence agencies. And there
have been many unexplainred accidents,
deaths, and “suicid2s” in the U.S. involving
persons who had conneclions with intelli-
gence work.

Moreover. the intelligence agencies.
using their immens2 manpower. and finan-
cial and technological resources. have
been part of great potitical power struggles
in this country going tack at least ten years.
“Keeping files on citizens may be the least
some of these agencies have been doing.”
an intelligence expert with long experience
in Washington remarked recently.

Some major American political assassi-
nations. on which official files have been
closed, may become the subject of new
scrutiny by Rockefaller and the special con-
gressicnal commitizes. {f nothing else, a
psychological climata has developed favor-
ing the reopening of invesligations of the
murders of the Kennedy brothers and the
Rev. Martin Luther King.

This climate, in which the CIA and the FBI
are being publicly linked to these and other
political assassinations, evidently led Presi~
dent Ford to remarx at his news conference
on April 3 that it is my understanding that
the Rockefelier Commission may. if the facts
seem to justify, -take a look” at the charg-
es that the CIA was involved in the 1963
murder of Prasicant Kennady and that il
was a conspiracy involving more than one
gunman. This would te the first fresh otlicial
look at the Dallas assassination since the

Warren Commissica issued ils report more

"ROF REREIS U0 1AEI08S0 Cige RIVPST 10U s
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Harvey Oswald was the jone assassin

Ford. wino was 2 mamber of the Waren|
Commission, said hat “so far” he has sean
no evidence {6 dispute the criginal conclu-
sions. David W. Beiin, executive directorof
the Bockelalier Commission and formady)
counse!ic the Warran Commisgion, took Ra
same view. (But Gzorge GTeole's resomi
published book.Tha Assassination Tapes,
whichwas excerptad intha April Penthouss,
presents what may ba called the first sciza-
tiic evidence that Oswald was inaocank)
Meanwhile, the Rockeleller Commission
has received allegations in form of testimany
from privale groups hzt E. Howard Hut,
the ex-ClA official and convicted Watergale
burglar, hat been arrested in Dalias mm-
uies after Kennedy's shooting. Hunt has de-
nied this charge aswell as publishad repods
that he was in Mavxico Clty in August 1953,
at tha same time 235 Oswald (se2 Hunt hviee-
view, Penthouse iilzy 1875).

‘there are also new doubts surroundiag
the murder of flobeit F. Keanady in les
Angeies in June 1958, and tha special &
vestigating bodies may !ook inio it too.
Charges of ClA and FBI involvement in the
1968 assassination of King in Memphis
viere made early in April by the Rev. Jesse
Jackson, who succeedad King in the lead-
ership of the civil rights movement. Thisi
‘accusation coincided with recent asset-
tions by James Earl Ray, the convicted as-
sassin, that he did rot act alone and with his
request for a new trial. Acting on Hoover's
orders, the FBI had been wiretapping King
during the years preceding his death. #
Hoover memorandum, disclosed severat
yoars 00, said Hwe FBUS aussion was "
disrupt, discredit. or otherwise neutrali
the civil rights movement.”

Political power struggles may have alss;
been behind the installation of the “Easy!
Chair” laser device in Nixon's office in 197G
This secret transmitter is similar to the ong’
‘accidentally discovered many years agoin-
side the Great Seal of the United Stales in;
the office of the American ambassador &.
Moscow. Such devices, unlike standasd
hidden microphones and transmitters, can-
not be located by electronic sweeps. The,
instrument in the Oval Office was apparently:
discovered by a Secret Service agent wit,
noticed an exira dab of paint covering the;
spot on the wall where the device was ins
planted. The paint caught his eye because,
of the way in which the light was being re=;
flected by it at that particular moment.

It is possible that Nixon had personaliy
ordered the implanting of the laser device o
obtain a more accurate secret record of aff
conversations in the Oval Office anc chose
to keep the Secret Service in the dark about
it. But it is also possible that, because of the
extraordinary importance of policy deci-
sions made in the Oval Office, one of the
intelligence services may have installed the
‘device. {There is at least one other case of
such spying in the White House: during
1971, a navy yeoman attached to a Pen-
tagon liaison office in the National Securiy,
Council regularly supplied the Joint Chiefs
of Staff with the most top-secret materials
from NSC meetings as well as the most sen-

iy

. sitive foreign.poticy doguments handiad &y

Henry A. Kissinger, who then served as

speciai assistant o the president for naiioir
al security affairs.)

The Oval Office transmissions could b2

monitored anywhere in the White House or

Wné&?x&uﬁve Office Building.

They could also be picked up, technicians
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say, in the Treasury Building a block away
{ie Secrel Service is part of the Treasury
Department) or in the Commerce Depart-
ment building three blocks away. But, be-
cause laser beams can travel only along a
ling of sight free of any cbstructions, itwould
be necessary to have “repeaters” located
somewhere on the White House grounds to
rzdiract the beam emanating from the Oval
Cifice windows to reception points. i, in-
deed, the presidant was spied on by one of
his intelligence agencies, the American
government was in a greater state of disin-
tegration than we ever realized.

Policy power struggles likewise seemed
to ioom behind the CIA's own violent reor-
ganization in the wake of the disclosures
last December that the agency had en-
gagad in "massive” spying on Americans.
ClA director Colby, anxious for a scapegoat.
apparently chose the chief of the Counterin-
teiligence Stafi, James Angleton, as the
public culprit, although knowledgeable
agency officials believe that Angleton had
refalively little to do with it. The belief in the
Intelligance Community is that the spying
scandat gave Colby the long-awaited cp-
portunily to dismiss Angleton. a powerful
operator who had carved out his private
empire in the CIA. Angleton had become a
thorn in the side of Secretary of State Kis-
singer because of his control over the fiow of
secret intelligence between the U.3. zrd
Israel. Kissinger, itis said. felt that Angleton
was interfering with his intricate Middie
Eastern policies and psrsuaded Colby to
remove him as soon as possible.

Angleton was quietly replaced by George
Constantinides, a fifty-three-year-old Mig-

glc Eoct specialist whe has Zircsted the
ClA’s Near Eastern Affairs Office since
1872, and is unlikely to create problemis for
Kissinger. But nothing was said about
Richard Ober. the official who ran the CIA's
Domestic Operations Division (renamed the
Foreign Resources Division in 1972) during
the pericd when the agency was engaged in
spying on antiwar militants. Ober currently
is assigned to the National Security Council
staff where. presumably. he enjoys Kissin-
ger's protection. Angleton, who stayed on
for three months to assist Constantinides
during the transition, was awarded on April-
7, 1975, the CIA's Distinguished Intelli-
gence Medal in a surge of bureaucratic iro-
ny. Colby managed to be in New Orleans cn
the day of the award and Angleton received
it from Colby's deputy, Lieutenant General
Vernon A. Walters. Another power struggle
had run its course.

As we've noted. the CIA is forbidden by
federal law to operate in the United States
except for managerial, policy. training. and
support functions related to its foreign oper-
ations. But this prohibition has been vio-
lated to & steadily increasing degree since
the CIA was founded twenty-eight years
ago. The violations range from supporting
local pelice departments and spying on
American citizens to managing a huge cor-
porate empire, shielding mysterious private
companies producing lethal devices foruse
at home and abroad. supplying tax covers
for such companies; as Howard Hughes's
Summa Corporation, which built the subma-
rine-recovery ship Glomar Explorer (it saved
Hughes over $9 million). and conspiring on
United States s0il to commit foreign assas-
sinations. Conspiracy to commit murceris a
major criminal offense under the United
States Penal Code (it probably would be
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considered a federal rather than a state of-
fense because such murders would most
likely be planned in a federal office) and
current investigations by the Justice De-
pantment could lead to indictments of CIA .
personnei. .

If this happens. one may well ask why
“higher-ups™ in the government, including
members of the White House "Forty Commit-
tee.” which must authorize foreign assassi-
nations by American agents, would not be
liable to prosecution. The Forty Committee
is presently headed by Hanry Kissinger and
a case of legal accountability may develog
against him and his prececessors. It may
even be argued that presidents of the United
States can be named as co-conspirators in
foreign assassinations. inasmuch as they
supposedly must clear such acts when
Americans are used. But traditionally presi-
dents have been protected by the so-called
doctrine of “plausitie denial,” under which
they are able to officially ignore this type of
activity. Moreover, the Fcriy Committes
keeps virtually no recerds. thus depriving
courts of needed evidence. And no official
is likely to incriminate himself in court—
should it ever come to that. :

It is obvicusly impossible to separate
completely the CIA's domestic and foreign
activities. The agency, after all,: has its
headquarters in the United States and all its
operations are planned and coordinated at
its sprawling building at Langley, Va., just
outside Washington. Because of all the
support requirements at home, the CiA's
operations inevitably spill cver to American
cities. ltisthis spill-over factor that has often
led to the abuses and violations.

The CIA claims that it acte legally on
American territory when it engages in train-
ing. and recruitment, the contacting of
Americans and foreigners who may possess
usefu! intelligence information, and the in-
vestigation of potential agents or informers
it may wish to hire (as distinct from campus
recruitment for ClA careers). Few CIA critics
would dispute this claim. Likewise. there
appears to be nothing wrong with the work’
here of the agency's Technical Services Di-
vision, which concentrates on intelligence
technology and the equipping of agents for
foreign missions, or the Oifice of Security,
which supposedly does what its name sug-
gests. In fact, “overt” CIA ofiices in dozens
of American cities are listed in focal phone
directories.

The trouble, however. is that the CIA also
runs “covert” offices and operations
throughout the United States—the ones Col-
by does ndt mention in his increasingly fre-
quent public appearances in defense of the
agency. Here are five examples:

1. The Miami area is the center of major
covert ClA operations. The principal opera-
tion is Support Station East, headed by a
senior CIA official namad Pau! Holliwell, in
charge of all the activities in Florida. A spe-
cial section deals with anti-Castro Cuban
refugees, many of them veterans of the Bay
of Pigs invasion and other ClA adventures in
Cuba. The Cubans are used as intelligence
sources and as infiltraiors into Cuba (al-’
though this activity has been considerably
curtailed over the years). Eugenio Martinez,
.one of the Watergate burglars, was stililona’
31C0-2-month CIA retainer when he joined
£ Fowzrd Hunt's Cuban-American team for
Zzverly Hiils and Washington break-ins. All
m2 ciner Hunt accomplices were ex-ClA

RS AR e

wvities of CiA-connected Cubans, manv of
remanned, iniocal crime. There sialksia
“CubanMalia” using CIA Cunans, andthare
tave besan numerous instences of teror
tombings and assassinations. Buithe lccad

© ralice end even the FBI ofien find that some

Cubans with criminal recgics are "unicuch-
bacause of CIA grotecticn and invoca-
tice of “national security.”

“Supcort East™ uses the iacilities of Miami
Internztional University {or ogerztions i
Lztin America and provicdes technical and
francial sugpent for far-flung CIA missions.
Bet mest important' of 2!l it contrals 2
werldwide network of doubie agents undas
Ogération SEEBOLT, one cf the most sensi-
dve CIA missions. A special stafi knownes
ihe “Green Light Group™ runs SEEBOLT an
behalfcithe sgency’s Clancestine Services
chiels in Washington. i is in clcse touch
wiih the Inter-Agency Defectors’ Commitisa
(1DA), 2 major source of double ggents. Og-|
spite many valid cbjecticns lo turning 27
American city into a major espionage ceniar,
CIA cfiicials insist privately that this activity
is zil really part of foreign cperations.

The Miami group has its counterpari. Sug-
cont Staticn West, in Burlingame, California
Tris stztion, near San Francisco, concen-
trztes on Asian gperations in rcughly the
seme manner in which ths Miami staticn
werks on Latin America and Eurcge. There
is aiso a large covert CIA siation in Denves.
ard there is one in Las Vegas. whare e
Mzfia provices g fertile field for fereign and
comestic intelligence. -

2. in the cverlapping of the CIA's foreign
~d domestic functions; the agency’s reg-
rzsenlatives in Los Angeles first persuaded

Normmerndima o
WU Ui T

the 5350 million {in taxpayers’ meney)
o-sea mining ship, the Glomar Ex-
#2r, and then went to the Los Angeles
unty iax assessorto inform himin secrecy
t the vessel belonged to the Uniteg
2s govarnment. The Summa Carpora-
thus was not subject to local taxes in
ss of S9 million. But this is whare ths
ot caught in its own game of secrecy:
ship's license, filed under oath wiih thz
cast Guard, states that the Glomar Explor-
zzlongs to the Hughes interests. Los
ies County was thus cheated out af
- Inasmuch as the CIA did the lying, it
mzy well become the target of tax fraud
rcsecution. The same may happen with
erzi taxes, although the IRS has not yet
n hezrd from, and we may face the ex-
rginary situation of a federal agency
<) suing another federal agency (CIA) for
fraud. And there is the additional fac
the CIA representatives were intro-
d io the tax assessor by an FBI agent,
esting further intra-governmental col-
lusicn. The CIA's request that the tax a2sses-
scr cooperate in the secret cover is another,
sr2rmplz of the agency’s domestic activities
irzi ofiEn verae on the illeqal.

This story is further complicated by Gio-
bal Marine Inc., a publicly held company’
{unlike the Summa Corporaticn) which de-
signed and operated the Glomar Explore”
for Summa and the CIA. Under Securities
and Exchange' Commission rules. public
companies must provide "full disclosure™ o}
qieir activities.” Global Marine caikes ug
profits from the Glomar Explorer operations.
but, according to an SEC staff study. its pub-
lic reports were “inaccurate and incomplete
due to the classified aspects.” Thus far the

2REDB4008370007~8king a broad ruting on
Global Marine’s public reporting. I one is

- Y b
gzle™ b

<.

A Hurhac's Cummema
- SRVGA2T T Summa

&r L.
[

Ul

[11]

1
Q

T 0.
[

{

&
¢

ooy
ISR
i

H

a
O3

<]

P
e}

&

Y




Approved For Release. 2001/08/08 : CIA-RDP77-00432R000100370007:0

made, however, it would affeci other public
companies with secret CIA coniracis, pos-
sibly blowing their covers.

3. Inthe CiA's operation of its vast corpo-
rate activities—the so-called “proprietary”
companies—the agency has always badly
naeded the secretive coogeraticn of federal
and state authorities. ltis, of course, amatter
of subsequent legal determinaticn whether
the incorporation of the propristaries and
their operaticns have been in violation of
faws. The existence of the CIA corporate
empire, estimated af some $200 miltion an-.
ruzlly in sales and services, has long been,
2 secret and there have been no courttests
of the legality of these proprietary com-.
panies. Since none of these companies has’
publicly owned stock, problems with the;
SEC are unlikely to arise. . '

The CIA began putting togather its pro-
prietary corporate network in the eariy.
1980s in order to acquire domactic and
fareign covers for secret operation. 3nd to
channgl funds discreetly to i's overseas
gperatives. Only icp CIA ofiicials know how
many of these companies are or have been
in existence—whal is known of the opera-
ticn suggests thatthe agency has beenclos-
ing cown some of them and creating others,
according to need—Dbut the system is being
used to this day. Coiby. in fact. confirmed it
eariier this year when he denied a charge
that profits generated by the proprietaries
can be used for covert foreign operations,
thus bypassing restrictions written into law
by Congréss late in 1974.

Most of the proprietaries were incorpo-
rated {.> Delaware, a state that doss not levy
local corporate taxes, and there arereasons
o Deiieve that the CiA even has ils own
incorporating company in Dover to-handle
the business away from prying eyes. CIA
officials say, however, that in some in-
stances officials in the office of the Dela-
ware secrelary of state had to be informed of,
the true nature of the proprietaries to avoid
blowing the CIA covers.

Probably the oldest major proprietary is.
the Pacific Corporation, with headquarters
in a third-floor suite in an office building at
1725 K Street in Washington. Incorporated
in 1950. Pacific is one of the principal CIA
hoioing companies because it provides fi-
nascial and management controls for other
irgorlant proprietaries. Pacific’s president
is Hugh L. Grundy, believed to be a long-
tirma CIA official, who actually lives just a
féw blocks away from the agency’s Langley
‘headquariers. )

Ogerating direclly under Pacific are Air
Ararice. Inc.. the "private” CIA airline thai
hzz opsarated planes and helicopters for
y22-3 inrougnout Indochina in support-of the
agzncy's “clandestine army” in Laos and
onar paramilitary activities. Air America is
furced by the Agency for International De-
vecprrant (AlD), which has often served as
& caver for the CIA's operations in Asia and’
eisswhera. The CIA refunds AID through a
complax bookkeeping system involving the.
corceziment of ClA appropriations through-
our the fedaral budgel. .

Pacific alsc owns Civil Air Transport Co.:
Lic.. a Taiwan-based scheduled airline
xrcwn 2s CAT. CAT. in tum, owns major

ircralt repair and overhaul facilities on
zn. The third known ClA airiine is
sinern Air Transport Inc.. whichis alsothe
mcs! myslerious. Southern (not to be con-’

wiin 2 number of unusually large antannas for interviews and the CIA has refused ¢
¢ 52 reof). has interiocking directorships ments on its links with the company.
wiin Air America. Between 1986 and 19721t Asarule. CIA proprietaries pay taxesan
d aircraft from Alr America as wall as meet other official requirements, but Ct
=om-Air Asia Co. Lid.. another proprietary director Colby had to arrange for a specia
ceniotied by Pacific. According to Federal dispensation from the now cefunct Price
Aviztion Acministraticn records. the present Commission so that Pacific Corporations
sanership of at least four jet transports books would not have o be opened for the
‘z232d from Air America and subsequently commission's inspection.
-2turned 1o itis "unknowvin " These planes. in * In addition to proprietaries, the ClA am
tact, are not even registered anymore with “fronts” and “conduits” through companie
the FAA. At presert. Southern ‘owns three it does not run outright but supports finza
transport planes. one of them a DC-6 cially. The froats and the conduits provigs
{bought from Air Asia). ADC-6B was sald to, covers for ClA operations at home and
Ethiopian Airlines in 1972, ; abroad. The bast known of the fronts was th
(Southern’s aitornay is James H. Bastian.; now disbanced Robert £, Mutten public rz

-who is vice-presidant and secretary of the! lations company that employed E. Howard

Pacific Corporation. Bastian, incidentally, is, Hunt after his resignation from the CIA iy
the registered owner of several apparantly 1971 until his involvemant in the Watergate
uninhabited townhouses in Washington.) : break-in. Interestingly the Mulien companyi
Most of Southarn’s operations have baen: also handled a public reiations acceunt &
in Latin America. including eight flights to’ the Howard Hughes interests. The com
Chile in 1971 (on earthguake relief missions’ pany, as it developed in 1974, was con
for LAN, the Chilean national airlins, ac-! trolled by & full-time CiA case officer. Thera
cording to a CAB certification) when thalate. are many other such fronts.
president Salvador Allende was still in. Some of the most interesting CIA con
power, but very iittle is known of the curreni’ duils—channels for transmission of fu
use of its planes. lls operational headquar-' and other materials—were the Germe
ters are in Miami, but at one point Southern’ companies troken up after the war by tha
was leasing one of its aircraft to a U.S. oil§ Allied military authorities. These companies
company working in the Niger in Africa and included such giants as tha Farbenindusiria
another to a company in Alaska. !A.G.. the huge Nazi congiomerate, and|
Late in 1973, Southern was officialiy for' there are indications that the CIA plantedits
sale and it filed a petition with the CAB fori agents in new firms resulting from postwar|
“cancellation of certificates™ for charter. decentralization, including their United
routes. But the airline then changad its States subsidiaries. These and other|
mind, and on December 31, 1973, became a, companies—some of them famous Ameri-
“commercial operator” under FAA Requla- €an business institutions—sarve the Ci.
tion 121. No loriger under the CAB's oper-  7ough the supply of invoices for materiats
aling authority, Southern has greatiy in-
creased its anonymity—it no longer has to
file documents showing aircraft purchased
or sold, detailed financial statements, and a
log of all civil operations listing the number
of hours flown by aircraft types, tonnage car-
ried on each route, intermediate stops, and
the number of trips made over each route.
As a 121" contract operator, Southern has
no restrictions on where it may fly—except
those by foreign governments. Under the
new status, Southern cannot advertise for
commercial work, but this seems to be the
least of its worries. . ’
Other Pacific subsidiaries inciude the
Pacific Engineering Co. and the Thai Pacific
Services Co. Lid. The nature of their ac-
tivities is unknown. Foreign Air Transport
Development Inc.. another proprietary, has
gone out of business. And over the years the
ClA and its subsidiaries have dealt with
such companies as Lao Air Development
Inc.. operating in Laos under Air America.
and Birdair. the company that flew the Cam-
bodian airlift for the U.S. air force in 1974
and 1975.
Acting through other channels, the CIA
had been funding since 1965 a Washington
firm named Psychological Assessments

Assqgciales. Inc.. whose function was to
conducl psycholcgical assessments of

American citizens hired for foreign em-
ployment and to study brainwashing tech-
niques of foreign intelligence agencies.
PAA was organized by two former CIA offi- plosives, a "fragmeniatica tali. and as
cials, Samuel B. Lyerly and Robert E. Good- exploding camera.

now. (Goodnow has since gone 1o liva in .- Fox's catatogue nofes ihat =

Australia for unexplained reasons.) PAA tion contained herein is CLASSIFIED by the
operates in complete secrecy. Admission manuiaclurer for U.S. Govern.ment use only.
to the office. in a residential uptown section The handling and storage cf inis material
of Washing'on, is obtained by pushing & should be done so mingful of ils censitive

and services that were never rendercs 5o
that money can be easily shified abroad for
the agency's operations. I was through the
branch ofiices of a large New York-based
banking and currency firm that the CIA sold
dollars for piastres in the b’ack market in
Vietnam.

4. The case of the B.R. Fox Company.
According to its letfterhead this company
specialized in “custom designed electronic
specialties,” but in reality it manufactured
lethal explosive devices. As noted earlier.
there is no direct evidence to connect Fox i
the CIA. However, one of its directors, Mi-
chael Morrissey, had past links with the
ClA's Paramilitary Operations Branch, ac-
cording to agency officials. It is also known
that Morrissey, according tc memoranda
wrilten by him, had been in contact with
Lieutenant Colonel Lugien Conein, a former
senior CIA official currently servirg with
Drug Enforcement Adminisiration (DEAY
Corein admilied to rewsmsn inat he had
beenapproached by Morrissay. but insisted
he never became involved in any dealings
with him,

Fox. which operated from a -warercuse af
2701 Fairview Drive in Aiexandria. Virgini
(italso had an office at 15 Azingcdon Squarg|
in New York City), produced 2 lire of “Astro’
horror items. These lcthal Gevices included
explosive-filled telephone handse:s. tcoby-
trapped magazine clips isr the M-18 rifle.
flashiights and cigareite gz1xs fuli of ex-
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75" x 0.5". Use the inside telephone hand-
el. Automatic charge firec at (blank) sec-
nds following liting cf instrument hand-
biece. Easy and quick instzl'ation to under-
icde of mouthpiece. Any cssirsd time delay

an be preset. No switches. prasetling. or

atteries. Simply install 4-wire module. . ..

iniature unit . . . rugged and curable. All
band wired. Unlimited lifetime with proper

andling.”

The explodmg cigarette pzck. dascnbcd
bs an “anii-disturbance exglosive.” func-
ons as follows: "Electronics and explosive .

odule packed inside cigarette pack.

hen the pack is lifted or moved in any
anner. the explosive is sat off. Simple op-
pration. Only cne switch. . . . A built-in elec-
enic counter is factory set for 80 seconds to
pllow time for evacuation of the area. . . . The

ircuitwill stay armed for a period of 2V2t0 3
ears. . . . Explosives are not included and
s the enly thing to be added.” In the flash-
ight. the catalogue explains. the “normal
rLOff si-'uch on the side activates the cp-

ration.” Then the catalogue edds: “This is

n exampis of an explesive anti-cistur-
ance dummy unit. Any other items desired
o be so mocified may be submitted for such
pvaluation.”

That the CIA may have been the intended,
f not actual. client for the Astro line is sug-
hested in Fox's classified catalogue. which
bays that the explosive devices “"have been
Hesigned and manufactured for sale to au-

crized egencies of the United Statas gov-
brnment, specifically intended for applica-
ion outside of this country.” Awell-informed
hovernment official remarked in an inter-
iew ihat i canl lhink of anybody outside
he CiA who would want to buy this kind oi
btuff—and I'm not even sure the C!A would.”
But the mystery remains: if the CIA was not
he client. for whom was Fox working?

oreover, as we've said earlier. Fox never-
equesled or obtained the required license
or manufacturing explosives in Fairfax
ounty. How: did Fox get around it? '

Nobody seems to know what has hap-
pened with these assassination devices
fter Fox Company suddenly went out of
business. It may be something the Rocke-
feller Commission and the congressional
ommittees will wish to explore as they took
into charges that the CIA has been invoived
in foreign assassination plots.

5. The ClAis explicitly forbidden by law to
xercise domestic police functions. But it
has secretly collaborated with numerous
police departments throughout the U.S. in
support of their political intelligence func-
tions. One cf the most notable examples
was the agency’s “formal liaison™ wiin the
Melropolitan Police Department in Wash-
ington, D.C.. going back to the late 1940s.
Maurice J. Cullinane. the new MPD chief,
acknowledged inareportlastMarch thatihe
Washinglon police borrowed agents. au-
tomobiles. and electronic surveillance
equipment from the CIA to help them spy on
political activists in the capital. This "Cul-
linane Report” was one of the most detailed
admissions by any U.S. police department
on its potitical intelligence wark. The |
department’'s intelligence division spent
$1.7 million since ]968 on pohhcal surveil-
tance. The refanommp belwden tive CiAand
the Washington police became particularly |
active in 1239. when the agency trained at i
least seventeen MPD olficers. twelve of :
them in “intelligence activity.” The CIA gave.
the department what was Gf (
lamps capabie of intercepti

i

RoP
goral commu— I

ricztions.” Even the department’s’ morals
squ2d raceived wiretap devices from the,
CIA. Batwe2n 1958 and Dacember 1974, the -
Wasnmg on police had also been training

"selacted ClIA employees” in interrogation
techniguas. Police departments in the
Wzshingion area have also provided CIA
oificials with local police credentials to fa-
cilitziz domestic undercaver work.

Formar CIA director James Schiesinger:
suszaciad the CIA may have been engag-
ing in ti!sgal activities shortly after he re-
placsd Richard M. Heims, now U.S. ambas-
sador to Iran. In an internal memorandum to
“all C!A employees” sent out on May 9.
1973, Schiesinger said:

“1 shail do evarything in my power to con-
fine ClA activities to those which fall withina
sirict interpretation of its legislative charter.
itake this position because | am determined
2 law shall be respected and because
tnis is the test way to foster the legitimate
and nacassary contributions we in the CIA
can make to the national security cf the
Unitad States. | am taking several actionsto|-
impizment this objective: | have ordered all
the senior operating officials of this Agency:
to r=pori to ma immediately on any activities
novw going on. or thal have gone on in the
past. which might be construed to be out-
sid2 the legislative charter of this Agency. |
hersty diract every person presently em-
picyed by CIA to report io me on any such

ities of which he has knowledge. invile

all r-u-—moloyaes to do the same. Anyone
s such information should call my

ary (exiension 6353) and say that he
2siotaik to ma asout "activities outside|

»\‘s chartar.” . . . Any CIA employee who
oelieves that he has received instructions
which in any way apgsar inconsistent with
th2 ClA legislative charter shall inform the
Diractor . .. immedizateiy.”

Schlesinger evicently received substan-
tizl response to his request because Colby.
when he succeaded him later in 1973, be-
gzn tumning evidence over to the Justice
Depariment for investigation and possible!
prosecuuon However. for reasons that re-
mazin unclear. Colby aoparen!ly failed to
notify the president of his move. Ford be-
came aware of it only after the domestic
spying 'scandal broke cut late in 1974.

Subsequenny. David Blee, deputy direc:
‘or of ine ClA’s Directorate of Operations

andastine Servicas). advised CIA em-
s by mamorandum that they should
o p'iva:e counss: in the event of legal
: dings agains! them in connection
with the Justice Department’s investigation.
But the CIA is not alone when it comes to
'ecal cdomestic political operations aimed
Americancitizens. Tha FBI, aswe now are.
n'xing to disccver, was among the’
ri's. The new aticrney general, Edward
vi, 1old 2 con;,'c:smnal subcommittee
r:ier this yzar tha! J. 'Edgar Hoover had
125 sed at least 16~ files containing iold-’
‘n information. scme of it derogatory.
residents. executive branch employ-
. and sevenieen individuals who were
iembars of Congress.” The files, were
marked *OC.” meaning "Oflicial anc
"dential.” Levi added that tn2 exis:
' these files was not medsa «nown by the
i the Justice Department. of viich the FEK 15a
part. until early 1975 in gihar worls. the
Hoover files were a secret from do7"" of
a!torneys general over the years. (Ths ores-
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; 1973. Amcng COINTELPRO 5 targets ws

general William B. Saxba. about thzm.)
Under a secret program known as COl-
{TELPRO, initiated by Hcever in 1938 the

_FBI ran for years a counterintalligenca cp-

eration aimed at domestic dissanters. Al-
thnugnthe pragram was farmaily termin

in April 1971, these activities. includi
harassment of radicals. v:enton atlezs:unti
Z £+
the Socialist Workers™ Party. the Young So-
[cialist Alliance. the "Naw LefR.” Amarican
,Commurists *black extremists.” and “whit2
hatn groups.” COINTELPRQ was originzlly
‘aimed at foreign intelligeance agents in the
United States. a propar FB! functicr. but

i Hoover, without clearance from suce

,attorneys general. applied it io comsslic

-groups as well

In 1989, for example. the FEI sent = fake
threatening letter to a black Baptistmisistar.
1Donald W. Jackson. to force him to atzndon
his civil rights work at Touga!oa Collzge in
Mississippi. The letter was i
ofa nonexnstent “Tougaiﬂo (,ouege D

be armed. And in 1972. 2 Florxda ra:

was recruited by the FBI to infiltraiz and
disrupt radical groups in the United Sizles
-and Canada. The informant. Joseph ~. Bur-
ton, told newspaper interviawers that

as 1974 he was told by the FBI of its !

te put the Vietnam Vaterans Against
out of business in Florica.

One of the FBI's most astonishing unau-
thorized efforts was agzinst the smazii So-
cialist Workers’ Party and its affiliats. the
Young Socialist Alliance. The party hzd not
been prosecuted since 1945, but tha FBI
files cn the dis'upzic"
amazing 973 pages.
‘ment of the party reachag tha pomx where,
last December, a federal judge in Naw York
ordered the FB! to desis? from conduciing
surveillance on a nationz! convention of the
Young Socialist Alliance. Another in
of unauthorized FBI aciivity came 1o light
when it was learned that the securily chiziof
he American Indian Mgvament during the

Woundad Knea lakeovarin 1973 had sz2na
paid FBlinformer. Evidantly, naitherHoovar's
death nor Watergate has taugbt the FBl any-
thing about the need to observe the consii-
futional rights of Americans.

It seems as if every covernment agancy
hasbeeninvolvedin scma ferm of spyingon
Americans. Thus the CIA, with the cocpere-
tion of postal oificials has baen intz-cepi-
ing. reading, and copy since 1933 un-
counted thousands of first-class lette-z writ-
ten by Americans to acdress2s in tha Soviet
Union. Former ClA director Richarcd Halms
refused to stop the interception in 1982, bu!
Colby testitied that the aqency suscandad
ine ¢rerationin Februar.y 1973. He ag ;
the program was “illegal.”™ So frantic
tnis mail reading by the government thaiir
ClA deveioped. at greai cost. a special rra-
cnine to unseal and reseal envelopes o
ary conceivabie size in amatterof secor

Buring 1974 the U.S. Postal Service s
veilled and recorded the origins of all mzil
received by nearly 4.500 Americans. Tr2
,CiA was no longer requesting such mzi!
covers last year. but the Postal Sarvice
acting on the behalt of tha Paval intzii-
gance Service: the Army Intelligence Com-
mand: the Air Force Special Command: in
Air Force Special Investigations Office: in2
Interstate Commerce Commission: the
igent: the Heaith. Ecma—
Depa'(mem the Agric.i-
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ez Depanment: the IRS: the FBL: the Pestal
nepection Service: the Drug Enforcament
dministration: the Secret Service: the Ceast
vard: the Interior Depentment: the Labtor
Dapartment: the Justice Depariment: the
mimigration and Naturalization Service:
sterns: the Royal Canadian Mounted Po-
ice: and a vast number of local police de-
zrtments and tax cifices. .
The Intzrnal Revenue Service. through its
Epecial service staff. wes also involved in
omestic espionage. A congressicna! in-
sstigaticn established that the IRS had
1.458 files. on individuals and orgar:za-
Lons (including 706 persons from Nixs7's

nernias list”) for reasons that clearly nad -

wathing to do with tax callection. In Mizmi.
he IRS cranked up its “Operation L2p-

rechaun” designed to assemble data on the
sex and drinking habits of prominent rssi-
dants. including the state’s altorney.

The National Security Agency. a sugarse-
cret outfit dealing with code breaking and
electronic intelligence. is currently continu-
ing to monitor all overseas talephone cails
and cables. During the Nixon period. the
NSAavas an enthusiastic supporter of Nix-
on’s domestic intelligence program. par-
ticularly when it came to breaking into
foreign embassies. Admiral Noel Gayier,
then the NSA direcior, has been rewarded
with the post of commander-in-chief of all
U.S. forces in the Pacific (CINCPAC).
There could be an endless list of the intru-
sions of our government into our private
lives. Let us conclude with three of the more

striking examples: in 1369 Henry Kissinger
‘recommended names of his closest zides
'and several newsman o be bugged by the
FBI for “national security” reasons: tha ClA
investigated the personal life of a Nixon
campzign adviser in 1968 and a dzpuly
altorney general proposed in 1973 that
“inlernal passports™ be issued to aliens in
tne United States. a step that could -have
led to a national identification svstern cnths
Soviet model. However Attorney Genaral
Levi vetoed the scheme.

Spying and cover! activily is now an cfii-
cial government pastime 1 the United Stztes.
Can the president or Congrass arrest this
trend toward an American police state? The
answer is vital in determining the kind of
sociaty in which we wiil live. Qg
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CIA inguiry confirms

‘of the word “massive” in conjunction
«with CIA operations. According to
| Times associate editor, Clifton Daniel,
{the commission report avoided the word
|and used in its place terms such as
.“considerable,” “large scale” and “sub-
:stantial,”

investigative

As a result of a New York Times.
investigation first published on Decem-
ber 22, 1974, the Rockefeller Commis-
sion this week {June 10) released 2 re-
port that substantially confirms alle-
gations that the Central Intelligence
Agency has conducted unlawful and
uncontrolled domestic operations.

On the release date, the commission

= Vos iimgmana e am Yo 3 lad ee anmdwsl
aisé recommended tight nad controls on

the agency and
Department for abdicating “its statu-
tory duties” for more than 20 years in
a secret agreement with the CIA.

The events of the week substantiated
stories that both plagued President
Ford’s administration in its early days
and shocked Washingtonians from the
highest levels down.

Although hardly as shattering as the
Watergate revelations, the CIA investi-
gation revealed a number of suspect
operations conducted by the agency
long before the commission report.

Among early allegations by Times
reporter Seymour M. Hersh and others
were:

—charges that the CIA had estab-
lished files on at least 10,000 American
citizens as part of a special agency
unit. This now has been confirmed by
the commission which said that a unit
called Operation CHAOS had main-
tained 13,000 files on individuals as
well as 11,000 FBI memoranda and
8,500 internal memoranda. A computer
system, it was revealed, has indexed
over 300,000 names and organizations
that apparently are not connected with
espionage. An additional 800 files were
created on dissenting organizations
with some 12,000 to 16,000 names in-
dexed in them.

—charges that the CIA had used il-
legal methods for their operations in-
cluding break-ins, wiretaps, and mail
| inspection that began as early as the
t 1950s. The commission found that the
CIA had logged™”32 wiretaps, 32 bug-
[ gings, 12 break-ins. None were con-
F ducted -under as
only one was with the approval of the
Attorney General. Turtner, mail open-
ings in New York Citv alone accounted
for more than 4,350,000 incidents.

—charges that the CIA had followe

criticized sha davobian
Crividiz VT wuSwIlT

udicial arirant "and -

stories

tors. This was confirmed. -

——charges that the CIA had set up
a network of informants in anti-war
groups. This too was confirmed al-
though the commission reported that
CIA actions went far beyond just monri-
toring such organizations.

——charges that the CIA had placed
memhers of Congress under surveil-
lance. This too was confirmed.

stroved many of the files proving its
guilt just prior to the CIA investiga-
tion. In this instance, the commission
found that some files on a test of LSD
on persons who were unaware they
were being tested were destroyed. In
one instance, a person died (1953).

—charges that the CIA had estab-
lished a secretive unit for domestic in-
telligence operations. The report con-
firmed that Operation CHAOS was in-
deed this unit and that in some in-
stances had overstepped its legal
authority.

Further in the report, it was revealed
that among those individuals kept un-
der surveiljance by the CIA were news-
men who were watched in five different
investigations in an effort to determine
their sources who leaked classified in-
formation.

The report’s section on reported plots
to assassinate foreign leaders has been
withheld although the commission has
collected information on the subject.

The one allegation that the report
pointedly did not confirm was the use

-PARADE * JUNE 15, 1975 !

The commission report served a dual
purpose in the eyes of many reporters.
The first was its confirmation of ra-
ports by Hersh as well as some allega-
tions made by a former CIA Inspector
General, This confirmation, many feel,
was necessary since the running of
stories on the highly secretive CIA was
considered both daring and, at times
perhaps, speculative.

The second’ purpose was to clear the
Rockefeller commission of any charges
of a possible whitewash of the entire

ing the assassination attempts were
withheld from the public.

Daniels’ article in the June 11 edi-
tion of the Times traced the history of
the story from its appearance to Wil-
liam E. Colby, director of the CIA, who
denied the allegations. -

Daniel reported that on January 16,
Times publisher Arthur Ochs Sulz-
terger and principal editors had met
with President Ford for a luncheon at
the White House. During {his occasion,
Daniel reported, “. . . the President,
under questioning, used the word ‘as-
sassinations’ in a discussion of the
activities of the CIA.” His conversation
was off-the-record, however.

As well as tighter restrictions
through a Congressional committee, the
commission alse suggested that the

"President tighten executive control by’

making the Foreign Intelligence Ad-
visory Board an effective watch-dog
agency, open the CIA director’s job to
people outside the government and put
a 10-year limit on the director’s term
of service. -

Q. ! understand that Columbia Pictures is secretly

' negotiating with Victor Marchetti, author of The CIA
" and the Cult of Inteliigence, to write a film called
_ The Director. It would be based on the clandestine
* activities in Italy of William Colby, director of the .
CIA.In this film Colby would be depicted as having ’
fallen in love with Clare Bocthe Luce, who was U.S."
" : Ambassador to Rome when Colby was CIA chief:
* there. Is any of this so?—L.G., Mclecan, Va.
i. A, Marchetti and a Hollywood studio have been dis-'
cussing a screenplay to be entitled The Director. . ;
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Covert Action Is Called Vital~

To Counterbalance the Soviets

° By MIKF. ACKERMAN
With WILLIAM MONTALBANO
(€} 1975, Miami Merald Pudlishing Ce.

Intelligenca is like an air condi-
tioner in the summertime, It is nice
to have. But it is no good unless
you use it. : o S

The Soviet KGB and the Cuban

DGI are experts in translating intel- .

ligence into effective covert action'
Thgy-use a worldwide network of¢
allied Communist parties to help.

“The CIA nust be able to counter-.

. balance these activities. That, pure

and simple, is the'case for covert
acticn. However great the uproar in
the United States over its propriety,.
covert action is a2 necessary tool of
theCIA.- - . - = - °©
AN EXAMPLE: R
One steamy morning in a Latin
American country a few years ago,
a source tipped me that a Commu-
nist group was secretly plotting a
takeover of the port workers’ union.
.They planned to sow discord
‘among the workers by spreading
rumors of corruption, by disrupting
meetings, and by stealing an up-
coming election through a secret
sympathizer on the eiection com-
mittee, ’
" That was intelligence. The Com-
munist takeover could have mortal-
.ly wounded a new, weak and unsta-
ble democratic government. _____ _
- My CIA station chief directed me
to act on the intelligence. I sought
out the incumbent union leader, a
tough, basically honest but un-
Iettered " former stevedore. [ told

him what the Communists were
. planring, and [ offered to help him.

FOR TWO WEEKS, I lived with
the man in a safe house outside the
capilal city. By the time he went
back to his union, he knew propa-
ganda theory; he knew how to
counter Communist attempts at dis-
ruption; he knew how to guard
against election-rigging. He was his
country's foremost authority on
parliamentary procedure. He also
had a modest sum of money to start
a health insurance plan among his
workers.

He won the election. The new
sovernment still had its problems,
but al least it did not also have a
Communist . union threatening to
ciose down the country’s ports.

That was covert action. Most of
the operations I ran between 1865
and 1970 as a CIA street man were
in thic field. I worked in Latin
America and in Africa.

Covert action is an attempt to-~

clandestinely influence the politics
of another country without showing
your own hand. Like it or not, it is
a major ‘part of the intelligence
business.

"' "'To those who insist we have no

business interfering in the affairs
of other countries, I say, “Fine, if
no one .else will interfere either.”

--EVERY MAJOR intelligence
agency in the world has covert ac-
tion specialists, It is true of the
British MI-6, the French SDT, the
Israeli"Mossad, and it is even more
emphatically true of the.Soviets,
the Cubans, the Chinese and the
East European satellites. All use co-
vert action as an adjunct-to diplo-
macy. I

Once, the CIA leaned heavily on
covert action as a clandestine
means of furthering the objectives
of U.S. foreign policy, as a halfway
house between diploniatic gumbeat-
ing and military intervention.

Todey, if the CIA again needed
to help-the Latin American union
leader, it would legally have to ad-
vise between 50 and 150 members
of the House and Serate. In those
circumstances, it might as well take
an ad in The New York Times.

In countries where covert action
used to be the CIA’s bread and but-
ter program, the term isn'l even
beard anymore. I know that first

nang.

About five years ago, the CIA —
rightfully — began cutting back its
covert-action operations. The agen-
cy recognized that it didn’t need co-
vert operations in every banana re-
public. :

NOW, THE "PENDULUM has
swung too far the other way. We
are out of the business altogether.

The Soviet KGB admits to no re-
straint. Cuba’s DGI encounters no
public pressure to curtail its wide-
spread international activities. We
have dropped our guard, but they
keep punching.

Cavert action can follow many
paths, and the Soviets and the Cu-
bans have been down all of them.

In the mid-1960s, local terrorists
allied with the DGI fircbombed the !
offices of a moderate newspaper in .
one Latin American. country, I]

passed funds to the publisher to get -

the newspaper back on the street.
In another country, Coinmunist
infiltrators secretly engineered the
takeover of a Muslim religious or-
ganizaticn, intending to use it as a
platform for anti-government and
anti-American propaganda.

I FORMED a counter organiza-
tion' that was more rigorously or-
thodox. It was nonpolitical. Given
an alternative, the country’s serious
Musiims opted for what some of my
CIA, friends. .teasingly calied . the
“Abdul lbn Ackerman Benevolent
Society.”™" R :

In another country, Communist
agents were successful in placing

- Approved Rér Re%%éfzéf’e?ﬁ@&”é“:ﬁﬁ&hﬁ&ﬁoom

party, .

In a prolonged and often angry
dialogue with a young moderate
who was a natural antagonist of
the sympathizer, I persuaded him to
enter public life. He did, and came
to be a vital counterweight tc Com-
munist influence. He may one day
be his country’s president. :

On other cceasicns, I worked
with another union icader to break:
a general strike calied by the Com-' .
_munists to upset an elected Latin.
American government. Once, 1 pro-|
vided advice and- financial aid to,
African politicians locked in an!
election battle with Communist and’
Communist-leaning parties. i

Although covert action is usually
directed against a clear Communist
-threat, theie are exceptions,

Once in Latin America I worked
covertly with other case officers to
help cool both sides in a Latin
American border dispute that came
perilously clcse to bloodshed.

- THE MOST EFFECTIVE covert
operations are pot the ones that
make “eadlinss.

In Moscow

i
il

,
¥ fitmoo *oaer srnll 4o son
‘makes headlines. it s well-trained,

well-financed and historically com-
mitted to the art of covert action.
it is the pride of a society which
has elevated conspiracy toia life-
style. '
Americans tuke for granted that
back-room maneuvering plays a
Ia¥ge role in their own domestic po-
litical flux. Why do they then recail
with horror at the reality of clan-
destine political intrigue at the in-
ternational level?

International politics is not a po-
lite bridge game. There are no Mar-
quis of Queensbury. rules. The
choice between black hats and
white hats is not always clear. .

" Often, the CIA is critized for
backing right-wing dictatorships as
an alternative to Communism.

But if you ask me whether the
United States is better -off with a
friendly military junta than with a
hostile Communist government, my
answer is “Yes.”

MILITARY JUNTAS do not last
forever. They allow for the possibil-
ity of eventual change toward morc
democratic forms.

" Perhaps Communist dictatorships
don’t iast forever either. But the
fact is that no institutionalized
Communist government has ever
been overthrown.

Even in countries where they do
not hold power, Communist parties
pose a clear and present danger of
irreversible dictatorial change.

They are organized conspiratori-
ally. They play the game of covert
action to the hilt. -Often, they have

2ROGO T0O370O0RI0d in the mili-

+ -
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Soviet inteﬂzgence

o lu'

Ev JOHN M CREWDSON . .{
[ ™ &pecial.to The New York Times -
- WASHINGTON, June 23—-—-Tl~e
Soviet intelligence service has
been able for at least a -year
to intercept and record teled
phone conversaticns within the]
United States between Govern-
ment officials, military leaders
and private citizens, according
to informed Federal mtelhgence
officials.

One official said today that
the National Security Agency,
which has the responsibility
of . insuring. the security of
domestic communications, had
been aware of the practice “for
some time,” but that there was
{*nothing that can .be done
%bout it, absolutely nothing
hothmg ”

* The reason, he saxd was that
the interceptions ~were- made’
(at the point that the conversa-
Itions, chiefly long-distance
‘ones but including scme cross-
town calls, entered the exten-
sive microwave relay network,
that passed them through the
2ir to satellites or between the
radio relay stations that stretch
acroosss the United States.
Sensiﬁve Channels Separated

‘. The Russians, the official
sald had developed the ability
to Mparate certain sensitive

wnm the ‘Mvrl 4 oﬁ

froquoncics that make
traHsmissions, allowmg them
to - monitor calls to and ffom
“the military, Congress, anybo-
dy—you name: it, they .can do

A White House 0ff1c1al faml-
liar with the Soviet operation,|
which until two, weeks ago
was among the American
Government’s best-kept secrets,
said that telephone calls placed
and received by members of
Congress “undoubtedly must be
among those that. were over-
‘heard.”

A spokesman for Smator
Frank Church, the Idaho Demo-!

crat who heads the Senate com-‘1
mittee  investigating intel-
ligence  activities, -said today

Record Phone Convez‘satzons in

T

U. SF;,

“The first” hint that foreign -

pnra‘nves might be e'wesdrop-
ping on domestic telephone:
commumcatxcns inside - this,
‘country was a brief allusion
to that possibility in the recent-
Jy released report of Presiden’
Ford's commission that investi-.
;gated the activities of the Cen-|
.fral Intelligence Agency.
| The Chicago Tribune reported
ltodav that a six-page section
‘of the report containing the
ireference, prepared by Vice
‘Presuient Rockefetler, who
headed the commission, had
(beep “censored” for security
reasons-by White House, State
Department and N.S.A._ offi-
cials. -
Censonng Demed

- spokesman for ., the ,V:ce

President said toaay howeveri
that the report * was not cen-
sored by anyone,” although the
commission had sought ‘‘the
tadvice of experts on .classifica-
ition as to certain sensitive mat-
ters,” and that as a result al

‘few passages have been re-'
phrased " i
* The interception of electronid
intelligence, 'or “ellnt,” as it
is known, has bécome within
the last two decades an increa:
;mgly costly and time-consum-
ing undertaking . of both the
Soviet and American intel-
ligence communities, ~and to.
a lesser degree of the other
technolomcaliy advanced na-
tions as well.

“The United States; for ex-
ample, reportedly deVelored:
the ability some years ago to

‘listen in, via a satellite pmsed

over Moscow, to the conversa-
tions of Soviet leaders oVer
radio-telephones  installed in
their limousines.

. One former mtelhgence offi-3
cial described today the collec-
tion of such mtellvgence as:
“very ex pemwe because of*
the resowsces required Lo moni-,
tor and cull it, and of “very'
marginal value” because of its,
sheer bulk and the fact that:
much of it was-case in mdecnp'
herable codes.

Officials said today ‘that the‘
Soviet interception of mxcrow—~
ave . tclephone transmissions;
was believed to have been ac-
complished with fixed anten-

nas, such as-those on the roof}
iof the Soviet- Embassy here‘,j
bt b et

that the panel’s staff had been!

instructed to find out how long;

‘such external éavesdropping
‘had been going on and what’
{had been overheard. o

tary, the. press,” the police. When
the right moment comes, they can

act with terrifying speed.’

That is what happened in Portu- in
gal. The speed of the Communist
-rise to power there did not surprise
me. The tactics the Communists

used there are not new.

But they have seldom been as
successful as they were in Lisbon.
Perhaps there is a reason why not.

My conviction is that commu-
uisrn has nof prospered raore be-

THE GUARDIAN -MANCHESTER
: 2 June 1975 - -
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A. secret dce.l bet\\een the -
Peman Government and a.big
‘American defence .- contractor,
‘which. " leaked into ‘the -press
here.today, would not only have
further = sirengihened Iran’s
domination of the Middle East
oil regions but have .com-
promised some of America’s
most - sensitive mtelhaence
secrets
.~ The project was the’ buﬂdmg
of an intelligence.communica-
tiens system, at a price which
could be. as high as $500,000,
in the - heart “of . the Shah's
increasingly powerful emplre
The corporation involved -
Roch\el\ International, whlch
is based in California..

The’
series of ostensibly unremarka-
ble ~-advertiseruents which

. started’ appearing in news-
pavers across this country Jast
“November including one on the
sports page of a. Washington
paper, and which called for

“engincers, operators and ana-

Iy sts, * who had a keen interest
“ communications analysis,
voice propo%mg, and intelli-
gence operations.”

Thege ads, it has now heen
disclosed, were the mmdl phase
of the big deal, which is now
being rebalded with acute con-
cern “here. :

"The fear® about tho- loss of ¢
US secrets has arisen because,

story began with ' ’ ‘a

Ainui

as part of the deal Iran has
won the right to recruit former
members of two of America's
most  clandestine  injelligence
agencies, to help to build - the
new message-intercepting and
code-breaking centre. .
The contract with Rockwell,
made it- is understood at the
Shah's’ personal request and
signed with the blessing of a
llttle known State Departmunt
office. calls for the recruiting
of former officers of the
Naticnal Security Agency and
its Air Force subsidiarv, the
Air Force Security Service.
Both of, these agencies, which
make it their business to collect
radio, cable and - diplomatic

trafic intelligence from all over.

the world and subject it to
the most sophisticated kind of
code-breaking, operate with.
degree of secrecy that makes
CIA sound like the local public
library.

The new Perclan cwrenment
— which goes under the cede
name Thex ” — is unique in
that it is the first time Ameri-
can military aid has been pro-
vided without any kind of con-
- supervision Ly the US
Government.

- Tt is assumed that the Shal's
immense and growing influence
in: Wad mnrf'm and his- close

. personal ties to the US Ambas-

sador in Tehran, the {ormer
CIA ¢hief, Richard Helms, - led

@%

to the writing of thist ex’craor—
dinary contract . -4

The  ‘contract dou‘mem
believed te have been :signed
in February or  March, called-
for Rockwell .to start a - pro-.
gramme, to take betwcen five
and 10. years; to build the intel-
ligence systenl. apd an initial
payment of $50 mxlhons was
demanded - :

The - proposed fauhtv '.vm.
make use—in much the same,
way as the NSA headquarters,
at Fort Mead, Manriland — a
battery of expensive and

! sophisticated radio monitering:

apparatus, with a number of
electronic monitors carried in-
C130 aircraft on constant intel--
ligence-gathering patrols. Ibex
it is thought likely, will be of
special  use against  Soviet,
a forces and diplomats based mf
neighbouring Irag. :
But the Americans concede
that many more producers of
radio and cable trafic in the
Persian Gulf region could, in
theory, be meonitored by the’
Shah’s mew facility — and
American milifary groups them-
selves could have their 1adio
messages 5o listened to. )
. There is concern ihat inter-
nal security work may be per-
formed by the radio monitors;
the Persiun secret -pelice for
example, could use them to.
focate dissident- 3roups in the:
remoter parts of rural Iran. |

.cause the CIA's Clandestine Servic-

es, through covert action,

has

served as a powerful check on

Communist aspirations.

That check, that vital .Gq:lqnl’mbeﬂ For Release 2001/08/08 : CIA-RDPYY- 00432R000100370007 0

ance, no longer exists,




" Approved For Release 2001/08/08 : CIA-RDP77-00432R000100370007-0

\

LE MONDE

Paris, 12 June 1975
: CONTROL TO BE RESTORED

It would be easy to write that the Rockefeller report on the CIA contains
no new elements for action concerning the abuse of power which, since the end
of last year, some American opinion had been looking forward to. It confimms
at least three-fourths of the accusations made against the Agency (more precisely,
the Central Intelligence Agency) last December by our colleague of the New York
Times, Seymour Hirsh. In the wake of his investigations, '"revelations", 'leaks",
calculated indiscretions, etc. have abundantly nourished the curiosity of the
public, which saw for the first time a little opening of the cover of the sanct-
uary of the American state.

Two points need to be made at the very outset. The first is the very fact

-that there is a commission of inquiry appointed by the President, which today has
submitted the result of its investigations. It should also be noted that the task
of Mr. Rockefeller and his associates was precisely circumscribed, namely to
focus on "counter-espionage" operations conducted domestically by the CIA. This
concerns legal matters with diverse, complex aspects which are secondary when
compared with the wide range of external actions based on the large technical
capabilities for intercepting and decoding signals in the atmosphere which the

. "place" ("maison") in Langley, outside Washington, has become known for in our
time. ‘ ‘

The three hundred pages of the Rockefeller report contain a documentation
which one may still judge to be inadequate but one could not imagine the issu-
ance of a similar report in any Western democracy.

The second point is that it is disastrous that an organization with the
great mission that the CIA has, frequently became involved in actions beyond
its assigned mission: it matters little that it occurred most often at the
instigation of the White Hcuse that the CIA compromised itself on affairs which
were not within its competence. And just an off-hand remark ahout the neglig-
ence of Congress which over a twenty-year period has not shown the slightest
sign of taking a close look as to what was going on and was carried out under
the name of the three famous initials. :

As a matter of fact, the responsibility of the Congress is perhaps a
heavier one than that of the Executive. For, it is the legislator who is
concerned here: it is he who defines the prerogatives of the important services
of the nation. All irregularities revealed and condemned in the Rockefeller ,
report are deemed to be "against the law": for sure, they are not compatible
with good sense and good taste. Legally, things are little bit more delicate.
The act by which the CIA came into existence, the ''charter" invoqued to prevent
its involvement in domestic police functions, dates back to 1947 and is not
marked by clear logic. It has, among other things, been erased and over-
loaded with and superceded by hundreds of "directives'" from the White House,
some general in nature others more specific; they constitute what is called -
officially! - the "secret charter' of the CIA. It seems that the White House
has decided to refer the integration of this confusing matter to Senator Frank
Church, who heads a commission of inquiry of the Senate on the conduct attrib-
uted to the CIA. He firmly intends not only to change the practices but also
the statutes of the obscure institution. :

The CIA has shown by its cooperation with the Rockefeller inquiry as well
as with the two special Congressional commissions which were created for the same
reason and in the same spirit, that it is vitally interested not to come out of
- the shadow but out of the semi-darkness into which certain of its marginal activ- .
ities had spread, to devote itself in good conscience to that which will always
be its untouchable and hence irreproachable domaine: espionage abroad, world-
wide by a super-power. : - -

Yy
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Un  confrole:
-&a resiaurer

Il serait facile d’écrire que le
rapport Rockefeller sur la CLA.
n’apporte pas d’éléments nou-
veaux sur le procés en abus de
peuvoir que, depuis le début de,

I'année, lvi intente une partie de :

* 'opinion américaine. Il confirmé
au moins aux trois quarts les
aceusations portées en décembre
dernier contre I' « agence » (puis-
qu’il s'agit, pour étre précis, de la
Central Inielligence -Agency)
par notre confrire du « New-York
Times », M. Seymour Hersh. Dans
le sillage de son enquéte, « révé-
lations », « frites », indiscrétions

- dirigées, ont surabondamment
nourri la curiosité du- public, qui
voyait pour la premieére fois s'en~ .
trouvrir ie voile de ce sanctuaire .

‘.de la raison d’Etat américaine.

‘Peux remarques s'imposent

d’emblée. La premidre est le fait

méme qu’il y 2it eu commission
- présidenticlle d’enquéte et que

cellesci livre anjourd'hui le résul-
tat de scs investigations. Encore’
faut-il noter -que "la tiche de

M. Rockefeller et de ses assistants

était étroitemnent circonscrite aux

aspects des opérations de « contre-
“-espionnage » intérieur menées par

1a-C.LA. 1l s'agit 13 d’aspects liti--
‘gieux A de nombrenx points de

viie, mais plus gue secondaires en,

CHRISTIAN SCTENCE MONITOR
19 June 1975 - o s
Joseuh C. Harsch

The Rockefeller Commission report. on
mistakes committed by the U.S. Central In-
telligence Agency in the past was not a
whitewash. On the contrary, it uncovered and
reported to the public several highly improper
actions which had not been sniffed out

previously by any investigating news re-

porter. ) .
The worst examples of such newly disclosed
impropriety included giving LSD to an unwit-
ting person who subsequently jumped out of a
10th-story room to his death. Others included
keeping a defector in solitary confinement for
three years and “‘in one other case a defector
h was physically abused.”

‘The major published allegations against the ‘

| CIA were confirmed. There was widespread
l abuse of the rights of American citizens. The
CIA did exceed its charter on a very broad
: scale. 1t did allow itself to be used improperly
 for political purposes. '

This confirmation of published charges and
| disclosure of more that had not been suspected
by reperiers can, and should, be the beginning
. of the restoration of public confidence in the

integrity of government processes in Washing- .

ton. It is noteworthy that many newspaners
both in the United States and abroad assumed
that the Rockefeller Commission report would
be a whitewash, and some rushed tc a
.whitewash conclusion on the first day after
publication. Only after reading the text was it
generally realized that this was a remarkably
honest job. ) . .

" he principal subsequent criticisms were
that the report had not expressed sufficient
outrage over the mistakes it had uncovered or
cenfirmed. Another was that it had not gone
-beyond its mandate which was limited to

Perhaps. But there was no whitewash, and no

RTINS
ATEeInougii

I T FIT IR RN
comparaisen”'dd’” rayon ~d’aciion |
exierienr Ge  Iimmense labora-
toire A ficher et & décoder I'uni-
vers.que 12« mwaisen » de Langley, '
anux environs de Washington, est
.vevenue de nos jours. . - e

- - . . he 1Y

Les trois cents pages du rapport
Rockefeller contiennent .une de-
cumenistion qu'en pourra -tou-
jours -juger insuffisante, mais
dont on n'imagine pas I'équiva-
lent dans une autre démocratie
" occidentale. ] Loy

Seconde remarque : s’il est fatal
gu’une organisation de P'ampleur
de la C.LA. soit fréquemment
ientée d’outrepasser le cadre des

_ missions qui lui sont assignées, il
n’ent reste pas moins que c'est le
plus souvent & l'instigation de la
Maison Blanche que la C.LA. s’est
compromise dans des affaires qui
n’étaient pas de sa compétence.
Et ne parlons gue pour mémcire
de Yincurie du Congrés qui, vingt.

_ans durant, n's pas moniré la
moindre velléité de regarder de
prés ce qui se passait et se per-
pétrait 3 l'enscigne des fameuses
trois initiales. L

En_la matiére, sa responsabilité

~gst “peut-étre’ encore plus lourde
que celle de l'exécutif.” Car c'est
& Ini, le législateur, ¢'il s’en soucie,
qu'il revient de définir les attri-
butions des grands services de la
nation. Toutes les irrégularités
relevées et dénoncées par le rap-
port Rockefeller sont censées éire
« contraires .3 la loi »: & coup

A EPUE R T

withholding of informatioh damaging to the

- CIA.
R

Not all, but most of the abuses confirmed or ‘

disclosed in the report occurred after 1961
when the CIA moved from various antiquated
and obscure buildings scattered around Wash-
‘ington into its superpalace at Langiey, Vir-
ginia.

This was in the middle of bne of the most ’

expensive and exclusive suburban residential
districts around Washington. The building
looks like a junior Pentagon, and not all that
junior. It is highly visible from the air and
scarcely concealed from ~heavily traveled
highways. It lost its anonymity when the move
was made. : . .

No one could weigh the extent to which life
in a supersplendid building contributed to
what can be called delusions of grandeur. The
ill-starred Bay of Pigs affair was conceived

before the move was made, but during the -

construction process. The widespread surveil-
lance of American citizens by the agency, in
confirmed violation of its charter, was trig-
gered by the radical movements of the ’60s
which grew out of black unrest and antiwar
protests. But it remains a fact that the CIA
was largely anonymous and largely non-
‘controversial while it was living in humble
quarters. Did it share in the “arrogance of

power” which marked the Johnson-Nixon
era? - . g

VY . :
Remedies proposed by the Rockefeller

Commission largely deal with ways aud nizans
of improving supervision over CIA activities.
Particularly interesting is the recommenda-
tion that in the future dirvectors of the CIA
should be persons of “stature, independence,

- cheses sont beaucoup plus floues.

" condamner son ingérence dans Ia

\ coopération 3 Ienquétc Rocke-
_ feller comue,

" Congrés

© meurera toujours sén domaine

qué @

T IR-N Y
Cil tiie uiA

glir,- elles sont contraires au bon
sens et au bon gout. En droit, les

L’acte de naissance de Ia C.IA,
la « charte » invoguée pour

police intérieure, date de 1947, et
n'est pas d'une logigue iimpide.
1! a été, en outre, raturé et sur-
chargé par les ceniaines de « gdi-
rectives » émanant de In Moison
Blanche, tantot de style général,
tantét - d'usage particulier, qui
constituent ce guw'on appelle —
officiellement ! ~— la «-charte
secréte » de ia C.J.A. Il semble
que la Maison Blanche ait pris
1a décision de transmettre Minié-
gralité de ce fatras an sénateur
Frank - Church, -qui dirige une
commission d’enquéte sénatoriale
sur ‘les agissements prétés a Ia
CJIA. et que soutient le ferme
propos de réformer neu seulement
les pratiques, mais les statuts de
cette ténébreuse institution. '

La CILA. a montré par sa

aux travaux des
denux commissions spéciales du
créées dans le méme
esprit, qu’elle était la premiére
intéressée a sortir non pas de
Yombre, mais de la pénombre oit’
certaines de ses activités. margi-
nales se déroulaient, pouar se
consacrer en paix a ce gui de-

intouchable et. d’ailleurs inatta-
Yespionnage du reste du
meonde par une superpuissance.

that this does not necessarily exclude persors
from within the service. But it says “consid
eration should be given to individuals from
outside the service” and it adds that “‘manage
ment and administrative skills are at least 2
important as the technical expertise whic!
can always be found in an able deputy.”

All CIA directors up to 1956 were recruiteg
from outside the CIA. They came either fror
private life (John McCone, Allen Dulles) ¢
from the military services (Gen. Walte

" Bedell Smith, Admiral Hilenkotter). In 19§
Richard Helms became the first CIA directd
promoted from the ranks of the servicg
William E. Colby, the present director, is als3
from the carcer CIA service.

The above should be read against the fad
that the report finds that Presidents Johnso
and Nixon used improper pressure on the CIj
to do things which it ought not to have dong
The implication is that Mr. Helms, a careg]
service officer, was less able to resist ths
pressure than a person from outside th
service who because of perscnal position ¢
personal wealth would have had enoug]
“independence” to resist presidential pr
sure. .

PR

The Rockefeller Commission consideres
but discarded a recommendation to separa
the CIA’s open appraisals of information froz
its clandestine overseas operations. Congre
should consider this idea furthier. It is difficul
to see how <&landestine operations can
cenducted frem such at “overt” building
the palace at Langley. If the covert work we
separated and moved into physical obscurify
the overt and vital work of intelligenc
evaluation could go on at Langley with less

gs, and passes.

improper activities inside PEPESS Re el é i e . g i n 3 paraphernalia of fenceg
AEFH. needgﬁgggiﬁﬁﬁe Tepor Dgﬁ’?ﬂg‘}fggm(é@%g%bdﬁ’r%
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y peblic

bezn providiss L*e C<.v
Iizemce Agancy with L‘*r:::
ks forzign wavel plans of f L.:"’
eembers over the :ust fsw years
Ras promipted e universizy to bagia
dr2fiiny formal guidelines to govern
fts cont==t3 with zovernrment icvesti-
£2tors.

The gridelines, which will be pre-
pared by a vriversity-wide commit-

¥ thal is mow Geing formad, 2p-

publicly ackn owisdgad
Amerizaa aalversity 13
leatly its ctaf members' n
esaonsibilities ia this ticklich crea.
At izsue is ather, and ucder
cirenmss laformation
1A, Whoss

sty "and’ in-

8y,
ke
in n;:iacal vec
t) the r""'ts "f ingi
al ,uc .wcms and th: desire for a2
Wt trest amoaz  seholans
ent counisiss.
.,‘.u‘x Usniversity »as-

’c& \::n; of :}:::r iz
}.nosn scxo‘ars ;.buar‘"
lwv mave access w scnsidve infor-
toa 2nd ars in coatsor with sci-
atists, doctors, zod schelars from

czrmc-"": countries,

¢ disclosure that promptzd the
i Y "x‘"*g at W._sxm-.ﬂ::;n

for:ner dircc:o- ci the

t3e university’s med-

ical school. Mir. Gastler, who be
dirsctor in 1636, says it

:¢ him from the oulest to be
sonavle 10 cooperate
reealiz, that

reau hada given CIA.
10 fuculty mrave! plaze
cars belore he "'—xwd

rews burezu

Poents nocess
or several y

N

Every y*a' De turesn ciculztzgd o
mexoracdum o faalty cizmbers ©
zsking them to (=il their travel
plans, presumabiy for use in pub-
licity releeses. Mr. Gasider’s upnder-
Yinz was that C.iA. agenis from

the agency's St. Loviz cifies had
coraz orcund resularly znd  had
taen zivea EC-‘CSS 5 tze informaticn
the faculty members suoplisd,

I4r. Gashler also was, by om-
perament, a gcod source for the
CLA A politizaily conservative mzn
Wwio Lus bzen achive {Or many yeors
235 on offizer in the Maval Reserve,
.2 says he belisved it was the cuty
cf nay pztriotic Asmerican to keip
the cr.a. when he could.

Mo rcn‘emb: for instance, a
scturs ot o N v:. training session
tint made p '"=ly that poipt. “It
was pointe d ou;, ke szys, “that a2
lct more communists are involved
in [L""X!:z:n‘_c work) than cur pec-
ple, sO the thoughi occurred to ine
that whatever 1 could do toward
g:t iag us some information would
be o.patriotic gesture.”

Bris¥agas Sovght
So kr. Gashlsr cooperated. Acting
at least ia part ca bis information
CLA. agents would lsphens pro-
f:szors who truvaled o oversens
fzrences znd rrousst a mzeling.
...-tzrrcs the agenis woeuld seek
suck meetings befors trips so
they could cutling whut informution
they w:mw..A the professors to. ook
or and identify the fored "'x :;:ho!
in whom they warz
other imes they woul

brizficy cnly aier 3 oo

the

Jturned hooe. .

e coonscton bo
anzual

In 207 cass,
tween  the mm,
soficitation of travsl plars

calls from the CrA. eveniua!
promptad remzcne to tring
ter 1o the attention of William H.
Danforth, then vice<chancsilor for

rreaiy’s

Hy

the mai-

the medical schoc! ard mow chan-

ollor of the entire university. I
Darfon‘* told Mir.. Gashler to exd
his relaticastip with the Cla., asd
the annual solicitation of travel
plans was suspenced.

Sensa of Patriotic Dol

For a wkile, ths Gashier-o1a.
;cnr'cc!:on wWas n;errupt-\.. But &y
proiests ageinst the war in Ind
china sscalated in the late 15507,
Mr. Gashler’s sense of patriotic
duty drew him bpack into centas

ith the agsacy.

“One thing really stic S:s in y
mind,” ke recalis. *The no.C.
building was burnzd [in .9101,
the stude vzere really
away with ¢ lot of things I »a- sid-
ered really unpatriciic. I guess the
next time I got a call from .b:m
[the C.LA. ageats) asking if 1
help, I felt taet X could.”

Thus Mr. Gasilar's ofice
became a conduit for information,
althouzh evidently on a less com-
predsnsive basis than in tze days ¢
e annual meme

- Late in 1573, however, !us active
ities agzin came G tae 2
the medical-school ak_.‘.ir_
and he was azain told 20 end

ts. The orlev
Samusl B, Gure,

Danfond

and

.t
" o2
nts petliny

came

came {5

succeedzd

vice-charnczilor.

Toat mighx have been the
end to @ tter. Insiead, the
turred up l st Japuary on ths fron
pags of the Si. Louis GlodeZ
crat, =hout the time tna! i
the cra’s demestc

i,

ce, ..c_\..d '*:y Jo‘w Y. Oin:y,
chool

chiatrist on the medicud-sc
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ClA. . . . The commit:»z "holds
the news bureau has
m“..a..tc-n under con inappreprizie
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° One of the CIA's least favorite former em-
ployes, writer Yictor Reorchett], is ac his Virginia
hotne workmg on 2 spy novel that is an “interpre- -
tive history of the CIA in fictional form, a CIA God-

fatcher,”

The courts are still considering whether

" the CIA can censor all of Marcherti’s writing as the -
agency did in the case of The CIA and The Cult of
Incelligence, the best-selier he wrote with Johr |

Marks.
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A Rebuke to Harrington ~

‘Despit;e private advice from the .

parliamentarian’s office that the House
.Ethics Committee lacks jurisdiction in
“a case looking toward a possible re-
:buke of Massachusetts Rep. Michael
Harrington, a liberal Democrat who
has led attacks on the Central Intelli-
‘gence Agency, the Ethics Committee
:is expected to meet next week to con:
-sider the case. )

.- The move against Harrington, an out- .

«gpoken CIA critic particularly in the
:Chile affair, has beern hatching for
almost a year, the result of smoldering
iresentment over what some Armed
;Services Committee members say pri-
vately was Harrington’s violation of a
>signed secrecy pledge. ,

i~-Harrington signed the pledge on

-June 4, 1874, as a condition for obtain- .
ing access to secret testimony given: -

‘to the Armed Services subcommittee
son. CIA oversight by CIA director
William Colby on the agency’s activi-
ties in domestic Chilean politics be-
fore and during the Allende regime.
The secrecy pledge signed by Har-
rington was as foliows: “The contents
of such classified information (Colby’s
testimony) will not be divulged to any

unauthorized person in any way, form,

‘'shape or manner.”

! . Angered over what he regarded-ag
‘eongressional apathy in the CIA-Chile
caffair, Harrington subsequently in-
formed {he chairman of the Senate
roreign nclations and Ilouse Foreign
| Affairs Committees, as well as other

.congressmen, members of his own .

-staff and one highly reputable report-
‘er, that Colby’s testimony contained

‘political dynamite. The general trugt

. of Colby’s testimony was given by Har- =

rington at least to the two committee
.chairmen, and possibly others. ,
". Harringfon admitted as much to the
Armed Services Committee last Sept.

12 after the. CIA’s activitles in Chile

were expesed by The New York Times.
He was called on the carpet by then.
committee chairman, Rep. Edward
Hebert of Louisiana, who suspected
Harrington himself as the leak for The
Times expose, .

Denying he was the leak, Harrington
was excused by the Armed Services

- Committee after his Sept. 12 interroga-

tion and the matter appeared closed.
But on May 25, Harrington read former
CIA Latin America chief David A.
Phillips’ defense of the agency in a
signed articie in the New York Times.
Phillips wroie that it was a “myth”
that the CIA “encouraged the Chilean
plotters wheo toppled President Saiva.
dor Allende-Gossens and funded the
strikes leading to the coup” against
Marxist Allende. -
Angered once- again, Harrington
wrote a circular letter to House ¢ol-
leagues suggesting that they do what

‘he did last June: obtain access to Csl-
~by's still-seeret testimony to the Armed

Services CYIA oversight committee, He
also -usked for access himself to other
classified committee documents,

That letter triggered the discipinary
action by the committee, It voted unan-

-imously om Tuesday (with 18 of 40

members present) to deny Harrington

-access to any more classified material
-at least until the House Ethies Com-

mittee {(ofiiciaily the Commitiee on
Standards of Oificiai Conduet) exam-

‘ines the whole question of access to

a committee’s secret testimony by non-
committee members—a direct rebuke

“to Harrington. - -

@

presidential campaign committee in

the home state of former Gov. Ronald

Reagan will include at least two of

Reagan’s longtime aides and political
. P—_— 1. . . .

President Ford’s as-yet unannounced

advisers, including state Republican
Chairman Paul Haerle. S .

Hearle and state Attorney General
Evelle Younger, the state’s top Re-
publican officeholder, will be co-chair.
men of the Ford campaign committes,
with Anita Wentner Asheraft, vice
c_halrman of Reagan’s 1970 re-election
finance commitiee, to take over as
active head of the Ford California
campaign later this year, :

For Mr. Ford, the quiet acquisition
of _Haerle and Anita Ashcraft is a
.major coup, establishing his political
clout and proving that Reagan, a pos
sible contender against the President
for the 1976 nomination, dees not own
his own state.

Haerle was an all-out conservativa
backer of Sen. Barry Goldwater’s pres-
idental momination in 1984, Northern
California chairman for Reagan's first
gubernatorial campaign in 1968, Haerle
became his personal appointinents see-
retary for the next three years, More .
recently, Haerle has been out of the
inner Reagan circle—but all hig past
Republican credentials are with the
former governor., . : S

‘With David Packard, board chalrran
of Hewlitt-Packard, as national finance
chairman for the Ford campaign,
White House operatives feel the Presi-

. dent has made more sclid progress in

California than any other state. Top
roordinator for tha ctata ia Mn Torais
close personal friend, Leon Parma,
vice president of San Diego-based
Teledyne Corp. and one-time adminis-
trative assistant of conservative Rep.
Bob Wilson of California,

A footnote: Haerle has bheen ecritl
cized for his imminent move to the
Ford eamp on grounds that the Repub-
lican state chairman should be neutral,
But Haerle won’t change his mind,

. ©1975, Field Enterprises, Tno.
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Mpr. Nedzi is.unresigned

The House of Representatives has
overwhelmingly rejected the resigna-
tion of Chairman Lucien N. Nedzi of
the Select Committee on Intelligence

Activities, and ' whatever its motives.

its decision was a wise one.

The select committee was appoip_ted'

by Speaker Albert.in February, mainly
to investigate charges against the CIA.
It consists ‘of three Republicans and
seven Democrats,- some of whom~—rnot-
ably Michael Harrington of Massachu-
seits and Ronald Dellums of California
~are inveterate liberals and bitter
crities of the CIA. T

When it was.learned earlier this
month that as chairman of an Armed
Forces subcommittee Mr. Nedzi had

heen briefed by the CIA on some of

the very activities to be investigated,
" five of the select commiitee Democrats
demanded his resignation. He appeased
them by agreeing to turn the CIA in-

which he would not-be a member. But
in the interest of objectivity he also re-
fused to name Messrs. Harrington and
Dellums to the subcommitte, which. so
inflamed them that the compromise fell
apart and Mr:. Nedzi submitted his
resignation. 7. . : L
Anti:CIA elements whipped up senti-

ment in favor of accepting Mr. Nedzi’s’
resignation, pointing out that it would -

be almost unprecedented to reject it
[but neglecting to say that it would be
just as unusual to accept the resigna-
tion of a committee chairman over in-
ternal commumittee bickeringl.
Fortunately the House rejected the
resignation on Monday by the sur-
prising vote of 290 to 64. A majority

of both parties supported the chairman. .

For the most part, the vote was taxen

as a demonstration of confidence in Mr.
Nedzi personally and in committee
chairmen in general. But to some de-
gres it also reflected a feeling that
the investigation of the CIA should not
be turned over to a bloodthirsty clique
whase clear purpose is to emasculate it.

In either event, we're better off as
2 result. Either the select committee will
be immoblized or more likely it will be
abolished and the investigation turned
over to a more objective group.

An investigation is needed, and very
ikely there should be some congres-
sional action along the lines recom-
mended by the Rockefeller Commis-
sion. We're entitled to some assurance
that the CIA will never again venture
as far beyond its authority as it did in
the decade before 1973. But the last
thing we need is a destructive witch
hunt carried out by fanatics and based
on excesses which almost certainly no
longer cxist. ..

vestigation over to 2 sUNRERiEH For Release 2001/08%8 : CIA-RDP77-00432R000100370007-0
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House Has 8 Cloa}g .
for CIA's Dagger

' In the morning, Rep. Michael Har- !
rington, D-Mass., was cashiered, 15-
13, by the House Armed Services
Committee amid high talk of treason,’
anarchy and the decline of the West.. ;

oL

~In the afternoon, Rep. Lucien-
Nedzi, D-Mich., by a vote of 250 to 64,
was handed back his crown as chair-:
‘man cf the Select Commiitez on Intel-’
Kigence Activities to a cherus of “For'
i‘f s 2 jolly good ’el’ow " o ~,‘
It seemed an appropriate double
‘observance on the eve of the third
anniversary of the Watergate break-.
in, which precipitated the country’s.
greatest cover-up to date, and it put’
the House of Representatives on:
record as being a safe house for the.
CIA, . - . (7
Nothmg the agem‘y d1d the House
was saying, was so reprehensxble as,
talking about it. f
HARRINGTON’S crime was that"
he tried to bring to the attention of’
Congress allegations from CIA Direc-
tor William E. Colby that the CIA-
spent $8 million dollars bribing Chi--
lean officeholders, and labor officials’
and in creating economic chaos for
the Marxist government of Salvador
Allende. . .o

2
K9

“ Nedzi knew all about this and more’
— but he understood that the House
didn’t want to know, and so he never!
.told. He also found out about murder,
but he kept that under his hat, too.
He offered to resign in the face of out-,
rage from several members of his,

‘committee, but the House wouldn't]

"have it. Nedzi is perhaps the chicken : e
in the chicken coop, but the House,
.wants it that way. . o

The members have heard Just
lenough about poisoned cigars. (for -
Castro), a poisoned ring (for De
Gaulle) to realize that they do not
want to bite into the poisoned apple
of more infermation. If they do they-
might have to do semething about it.*
Besides they want to teach their,
dissidents and upstarts a lesson. It is
the revenge of the Cavemnen.

Harrmgton, yellow- hau‘ed and
pumpkin-faced, has an ‘‘up-the-
rebels” air that enrages them. Be-
cause he did laugh at the classifica-’
tion system and did talk about ne-i

« 1
. E%m of View . |

%

' : <R

fanous deeds to unauthorxzed persons
e offers the perfect battering-ram for
the demolition of the Select Com-
}mlttee o

IF HE CAN BE demed access, to
classified -information, he obvmuslyi
will bé disqualified for service on the
CIA panel, and the group can be dxs-
solved without further fuss. .

- Dangerous people like Rep. James'
Stanton, D-Ohio, who marked his
dvabtless fleeting chaxrmanshlp of the
‘special subcommittee by -announcing
that he knew of successful assassina-
tions, can be evicted from the.
premises, and the inquiry can be
turned over to ‘‘national security’’
freaks, who can be trusted to endorse
the “‘no name, no blame’’ report of the
Rockefeller Commxssmn NN

: ‘Everybody will be happy, except
those souls in the country who object
to political assassination in peace-
time and who would rather know if
it’s been tried, even if it turns out to
be at the dlrecnon of John F. Kenne-
dy, and hn brother Robert.

‘ Vlce President Nelson A. Rockefel-

“ler has stepoed forward as the hit"
man against the Kennedys. He said’
on “‘Meet the Press’ that the “*White
‘House knew” about such activities.”
He was preceded, of course, by for-:
‘mer CIA Director John McCone, who
went before the cameras anid invited
the country to believé that an at-
empt had been made on Fidel Castro
in the Kennedy years and even trans-
posed the date of the installation of
:missiles **on the sacred sml of Cuba”
!to make the point.. . o

i

© ADAM WALINSKY, former aide’ to
! Robert Kennedy, told "of a CIA-Mafia
‘collaboration on Castro which was
-foiled by Robert Kennedy. Some.
Democrats are nervous, however,
that the Kennedys may have had a
hand in doing in Ngo Dinh Dxem of.

.South Vietnam. A

A

But the evidence against that is’
that Richard Nixon iliicitly re-
“quested all CIA files on Vietnam and
-found so little dirt that Charles W.
.Colson had to call in E. Howard Hunt:
‘to fabricate the ‘‘smoking pistol"”
cable implicating the Kennedys

: ‘But the peoples’ representatxves
:cannot be expected to assume the’
‘burden of these troublesome and
.squalid matters. They are not self-
conscious on such occasions, as wit-
ness-their 10-year flight from the;
Vletnam War, e

The Repubhcans are showing Ger-,
"ald Ford they understand his tender-’

s 4LA ATA ML T
ness wov tac ClAL Thc Domocerats can

claim that they are protecting the
‘Kennedys and sparmg the coumry
much woe. Lo

o

The tides of freedom and openness"
that ran strong in the House for three
giddy months early this year have
been turned back. F. Edward Hebert,
deposed as Armed Services chairman
by the freshmen, resumed his old seat

for the Harrmgton auto-da-fe. e 3

The House ahd the CIA now are!
‘working hand in glove. CIA has the
‘dagger; the House is providing the.
cloak: - . .. . wena!
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i A presndcntml -congressional’ port says.

commission studying U.5. for- : A
- ; 1 ¥ . yproval of covert actions in-

eign policy says in a draft re. ivolves the

tfol over covert opervations "Committee” heacded by Henry
launched by the Central In- A Kissinger in his post as the
telligenee Ogency against {or: pyasident’s.
eign countries. : -adviser.

. In recent years,
wedires for -apereing eoverti ..
operations “have become quite! qugies

4 .
informal” and at times the| 'the 49 Commiliee “has rarcly

‘President nas ordered the| met” and consultation is fre-|"
quently done over the tele-f

‘normal review process by
passed altogether, a draft off phone,

the Murphy Lommlssiompf) 6vé8 FG?‘R’éIé’aé‘é‘lMT’m

e

Associnted Press . . ‘.‘
The current process for ap-"
submission of pro-i
port there Is inadequate con- lposals to the so-called "40,
national sccurity:
the 4""’" | 'The draft report says “thatl

ause -of Kissinger's othm'"
as sccretary of state,};

mission executive
.acknowledged the
"of the draft report but said
‘“i¢ has been changed and prob-
ably will be changed again”
by commission members who
:include Vice President Rock-
“efeller,

The draft version tecom-.
-mends that the President’s na-{

tional: security adviser beé
prevented from holding any
~other Cabinct position. It also
recommends thal all cover!
activitics be made known to
Congress but says the Presi-

his personal’ endorsement of
such operations in order to
avoid harmiul effeets.

Headed by retived Ambassa
dor Roberts Murphy of New
York, the 12-member Commis-
sion for Reorganization of the
Government’s Yoreign Policy
was created in 1972 by Prosi-
dent Nixon and Congress. The
cormmission is scheduled to

08:&ﬁhAﬂRBdBKxI-OGMRROOO100370007 0

‘director,]
existence |

dent should not have to give|

NEW YORK TIMES
14 June 1975

A hxghly .placed Irama.n,
moved by the latest news
about operations of the Cen-
tral Intelligence Agency, told
;a story this week to an
American correspendent.
When Richard M. Helms,

former head of the C.LAJ
was named Ambassador to

Iran in. 1973, Viadimir Y.

Yerofeyev, the Soviet Ambas-
sador, went to the Iranian

Premicr, Amir Abbas Hov-

eyda, and inquired sneering-
ly, “Why did the Americans
send their No. 1 Spy as Am- -
bassador to Iran?’ Premier
Hoveyda looked t-e Soviet:
Ambassadot up and down
and replied, “The Amaticans”
are our friends —— at Jdeast,
they don’t send us *‘*evr N
10 spy"u

K3

.
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NEW REPUBLIC
28 June 1975

Playing Fast and Loose Wll‘h ilTruthﬂ |

by Maﬁqn H. Halperin

One technique of the Ceatral Intelligence Agency,
discussed only in passing in the Rockefeller Commis-
sion report released two weeks ago, is dis-information. As
Philip Agee discusses in his book Inside the Company, the
agency has expensive facilities for producing -fake
documents and other means for misleading foreigners.
As with other CIA methods, dis-information has been
turned against the American people. The clearest and
most important domestic dis-information project of the
agency was the effort, still going on, to discredit the
Seymour Hersh story on the CIA’s “massive, illegal
domestic intelligence operations” and to conceal the
scope of CIA domestic activities.

From 1953, when a program to open first-class mail
began, CIA officials had no doubt that they were
engaging in illegal activities. By May of 1973, if not long

before, they knew that they had engaged in extensive
violations of the legislated mandate to avoid internal
security matters. Yet every effort was made to conceal
this knowledge. C

" In May 1973 James Schlesinger, then director of
Central Intelligence (DCI) and now Secretary of
Defense acked all present and former emplavees of the
CIA to bring to his attention any activities that they
believed to be illegal or in violztion of the CIA charter.
This memorandum produced someé hundreds of
responses and an inspector general’s report laying out
many, but apparently not all, of the activities described
in the report of the presidential commission.

S chlesinger’s response was to order an end to some of
the activities. He made no report to the oversight
committees of the Congress or to the public. Soon
thereafter he or his successor, William Colby, reduced
the inspector general’s staff and ordered him not to
conduct any investigations of agency operations.

As the full extent of the Nixon administration’s
paranoia about domestic dissidents became public,
questions began to be raised in the Congress about
whether the CIA Kad been drawn’into any of these
activities. It had, of course, in the "massive way
discussed below, but CIA officials at first saw no need
toinform Congress at all. Richard Helms, Schlesinger’s
predecessor as director of Central Intelligence, and a
man ubiquitous in the Rockefeller Commission’s

account of CIA misdeeds, was probed on the question

by Sen. Clifford Case. Helms had been nominated to be

ambassador to Iran and the Foreign Relations Commit-

tee took the opportunity to ask him about reports of

CIA domestic activities. In light of the Rockefeller -
‘Commission’s description.of operation CHAQOS, direct-

ed at domestic dissidents, and Helms’ role in it, one has

difficulty deciding which is more astonishing—his

answer or tHat Helms remains ambassador to Iran. -
Here is the text:

Senator Case: If fits beer: called to my altention that in

1969 or 1970 the Wigig diene dsierReidase! E001108/08

agencics join in'the effort to learn as much as they could.about
the antiwar movement, and during this period US Army
“Intelligence became invelzed and kept files on US citizens.
Do youi Enow anyiking about any activity on the part of the
-CIA in that cannection? Was it asked to be irocloed?
Mr. Helms: I don't recall whether we were asked, but we
were not iﬁi‘&l:‘ed because it scemed to me that was a clear
violation of what our charter was. ’
Senator Case. Wrat do you do in a case lize that?
Mr. Heltns. | would simply go toexplain to the President
this didnu’t seem to me te be advisable.

TLed Astray by the CIA

The Rockefeller Commission apparently considered
deception of the Americzar public and possible perjury
as beyond thé scope of its inquiry into CIA domestic
-activities. Thus it neither reports nor comments on this
testimony. -Statements of current Director William

Colby are treated in the same way. One needs,
therefore, to refer to the published hearings of the
Senate Armed Services Committee preceding Colby’s
confirmation to learn that he saw no reason to report to
that committee, even inclosed session, on the results of
the investigation launched just a few months before as
a result of the Schlesinger memorandum. Indeed, in

“july 1973, Mi. Colby had this exchange with Sen.

S

S}'n:ix|5(ul]:

Senator Symington. As I understand it, you do nol
intend to parlicipale in any way in any domestic intelligence.
Mr. Colby: I do net, Mr. Chairnian.
Senator Symington. Would this prevent you from
helping to make policy regarding the collection-of iriclligence.
on domestic groups? )
Mr. Colby. belicve it would, ves, Mr. Chairman. Ido
" et see inal as within my responsibilities at all.
Senator Symington. Woeuld the 1947 act prohibit the
CIA from celiecting, or providing the support necessary for
“ecllecting, intelligence within the US on domestic groups?
Mr. Colby. I beliecve that is the same question,
essentially, ‘ '
Senator Symington. Yes.-
Mr. Colby. Aud it would profiibit me from daing. that.

Sometime after, Mr. Colby decided to give the sub-
committee to which he reports some account of the
illegal and inappropriate activities uncovered in the

- Schlesinger investigation. This testimony, which has

still not been made public, produced no congressional
action. In desperation one or more middle level officials

*of the CIA gave Hersh the bare outlines of the story.

Before publishing his article, Hersh, faithful to New
Yorx Times tradition, conferred with Colby. The DCI, by
his account, attempted to convince Hersh, and no doubt
Times executives, that the story was fundamentally
wrong and misleading. The Times was in this case not
persuaded and on December 22, 1974 published
Hersh's account under a four column headline reading
“"Huge CIA Operaticn Reportedin US Against Antiwar

' Forces, Other Dissidents in Nixon Years.” The opening

sentence reported that the CIA had conducted a

GNRDP7TJM2RRQG§Q087GQGEI'}05ence operation”
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against the antiwar movement and other dissidents.
"That phrase—"massive illegal doméstic”. was to
become the focus of a massive illegal domestic CIA
campaign te discredit the Hersh story. As will be
shown, every fact save one in the Times story is
confirmed by the commission.
The agency pulled out all the stops in the effort to
divert attention from its activities to a discussion of
kow Sy and the Times could have gone so wrong;
“suggestions were put about that both were eager fora
Pulitzer Prize to get even for The Washington Post's
Watergate coverage; hence the need to rush into print
before the end of the year. Reporters with little or no
prodding came to talk of Sy’s carelessness and bias.
Although neither Hersh nor anyone else could get
additional detail or further confirmation of the story, it
would not die and Colby was forced to confront the
Congress. He picked his target carefully, a closed
session of the ultra-friendly subcommittee of the
Senate Appropriations Committee. His opening state-
ment was released to the press and billed as a complete

description of the agency’s domestic activities. This

Jaruary 15, 1975, statement has to be read carefully,
along with a correction sheet issued quietly a month
later, and compared to the Rockefeiler Commission
report in order to appreciate the subtleties of dis-
information as practiced by the company.

The DCI in this statement denies the Hersh story
fully and frontally. A month later testifying before the
House Appropriations Committee he characterized his
earlier testimony as a flat denial of the Tires allegations,
stating that “this operation was neither massive, illegal,
nor domestic, as alieged.” The operation he was
referring to was CHAQS. That is as good a place as any
to begin a comparison of the Hersh story, the Colby
statement, and the report of the commission appointed
by President Ford. In the process we can review the.
facts brought about by the official panel while
examining the agency dis-information campaign. We
will then be in a position to consider the tone of the

Rockefeller report and its recommendations.

@ peration Chaos. As Hersh acknowledges, he was not
able to get many details about the special unit set up to
investigate domestic dissidents. Even its “Get Smart”
name had not been revealed to him. :
These are the facts he reported: -
¢ Files were compiled on 10,000 American citizens.
° Specific individuals were targeted, including one
antiwar member of Congress. . :
® Information on the targeted individuals was collect-
ed from a variety of sources including informants who
penetrated antiwar groups. ’
© There were names of others in the files, including
other members of Congress. - .
® The activities were conducted by a special unit,
reporting directly to DCI, set up initially to look for
evidence of foreign involvement in the “antiwar
movement but growing into a domestic intelligence
operazion. B

» The group produced a series of reporis on the

antiwar movement, one of which was sent to Henry

Kissinger. :
While claiming todeny the entire story as it related to
the special unit, Colby in his statement confirmed mrany

of the facts. However he carefully left the irng(ﬁ:;aié) 8 s

that the unit ’neverAm.r;?'ElﬁdbE?xr)xB?l?ﬁ?en%ssnpn ()

exploring the links domestic dissidents might have had
to foreign grotips.® : X
" Colby conceded that there were files on 10,000
' Americans. He admitted that agents had infiltrated the
‘antiwar movenent as part of operation CHAOS. He
isaid that they:Kad been limited to gathering infornia-
‘tion abroad, although he admitted that some reports
‘were submitted on the activities of American dissi-
dents. He denied.that surveillance had been conducted
on antiwar ¢ongressmen and, after an initial denial,
‘confirmed that there were files on four members of
Congress. In fivé pages of testimony, Colby failed to
‘touch on the other specific facts in the Hersh story.
g The basic ploy was to divert attention away from the
‘detailsiof whiat the special unit had done and focus it
instead on the disputed accuracy of the Times story.
Until the Rockefeller report was published, this ploy
had largely succeéded. The Times had pulled Hersh off
the investigation claiming that he was part of the story
and could not cover it objectively. Many reporters and
_observers were convinced that there had in fact been no
massive effort and nothing very illegal, only as Colby had
put it, a few occasional missteps brought about by
intense presidential pressure. ‘
The writers of the Rockefeller report were well
‘aware of the controversy over “massive illegal domes-
'tic” and they were not about to explicitly confirm the
characterization that had been made the touchstone of
the accuracy of the Times story. However they leave the
reader in little doubt. The operation, the eight
conservative commissioners concluded, “unlawfully
exceeded the CIA’s statutory authority.” So much for
“iilegal.” As to “domestic,” they write unanimously that
the operation became a “repository for large quantities
of information on the domestic activities of American
citizens” and that “much of the information was not
cdirectly related to the question of the existence of
foreign connections with domestic dissidence.”
Notice the use of the adjective “large.” The commis-
sion staff must have wanted to avoid “massive.” Earlier,
they had referred to a “veritable mountain of material,”
and a paragraph summing up the activities of this unit,
which at its peak had more than 50 employees, reads as,

follows: : Ny
‘ i
By August 1973, when the foregoing Colby memoran-
dum was written, the paper frail Jeft by Operation CHAOS -
included somewhers i the area of 13,000 files on subjects
and individuals (inclnding approximately 7,200 personality -
or "2077 files); over 11.000 memoranda, reyorts and loters
From the FBL: aver 3000 K 3 s b e B aod
almost 3,500 memoranda for iniernal wse by the operation, -
In aildition, the CHAOS group had generated, or cansed the |
generation of, over 12,000 cables of varions tupes, aswell as |
a handful of memorandu to Ligh-level govermment officials.
On top of this veritable mountain of material was a
computer system contaiving an index of aver 300,000 names i
and organizations iokich, with feio exceptions, were of United

Skites wibizens ad orgarizetions apparently wionrecled

Lo Faith espionage,

By any standard other than-that of directors of the

CIA, this was.a massive openstion. o 'f
The commission, in the process of describing and
deploring the CHAOS operation, confirms all the
Hershi facts with vne possible exception. There were
D American citizens

crecied some 7000 defeiée-.- Filos
Qlﬁc'lRRPW'(QP"cﬁ?rBQRW ‘QéZIdP/g?R)Qs. The computer
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¢

system of CHAQOS had indexed some 300,000 names of
citizens and dumestic organizations. Specific individu-
als, those with 201 files,” were the targets of
information gathering from many sources including
the penetration of antiwar groups. While the commis-
sion found no evidence that a congressman was
specifically targeted, the “inaccuracy” in the Hersh
story is simple to explain. An agent of the CHAOS
operation “became involved as an adviser in 2 United
States congressional campaign and, for a limited period,
furnished reports to CHAOS of behind-the-scenes
activities 'in the campaign.” The activities were,. as
Hersh reported, conducted by a special unit reporting
directly to the DCI. This unit was, as he explained,
originally set up to gather evidence of foreign
connections and grew into a domestic intelligence
operatien. Finally, 2 series of reports was produced and
at least one forwarded to Kissinger. ‘
In describing these reports, the commission blows
the agency cover that, as Colby put it, this wes a
“counterintelligence operation directed at possible
“foreign links to American dissidents,” and that it was a
proper activity observing the limits on CIA domestic
activity. o : i
‘The commission report describes some eight studies
prepared by the CIA on the antiwar movement in the
United States in the period between November 1067
and January 1971 and forwarded outside the agency.
These studies reached the same conclusion: there was
no evidence that foreign governments or agencies
controlled or directed domestic dissident movements or
provided financial assistance to them. The agency
didnt have any doubt about this, nor does the
" conumission x't‘}!a;r?: on any evidence {o the conirary.
If the agency knew that its efforts were not directed
at studying what it knew to be a nonexistent
connection, neither did it have any doubts about the
impropriety of what it was doing. In sending one study,
“Restless Youth,” to Walt Rostow in the Johnson White
House, Helms wrote that “You will, of course, be aware
of the peculiar sensitivity which attaches to the fact
that CIA has prepared-a report on student activities
both here and abroad.” In forwarding a second copy of
the report to Henry Kissinger in February of 1969, .
Helms was even more explicit: ,

I an effort to vound-out oaer discussion of this subject, we
Fave included asection on American students, This is an area
net itk Mie cliar ter of this Agency, so I'need not emphasize
Fee extremely sensitive this mibes e paper. Should ungone

foarn of its existence it would proce most embarrassivg. . . .

In addition to confirming all of the facts of the Hersh
story regarding the CHAQS unit, the presidential
commission provided considerably more deteil of its
operations. Several items are worthy of note in light of

the CIA effort te paint the unit’s activities 2 wroper.
P proper.

On ihrec cccasions, the commission noetes, auonts
who had infiltrated the antiwar movement were sent
on specific assignments wholly concerned with domes-
tic activities. One of these assignments yielded 47
separate disseminations to the FBI with such titles as
“Plans for Future Anti-War Activities on the West
Coast.” As the commission explains, the bulk of these
“related solely*io domédstic zctivities.” T

Another agent reported on the high-level leadership’

ectivities of a.dissident group, and a third infiltrated the
group planning May Day demonstrations.

2 he CHACS unit had 2 waich list of some 1000
organizations and thousands of individuals. Forty-one
names from this list were sent to the unit opening mail
in New York; it sent back a two-file-drawer load of
material obtained from the illegal opening of mail.
Names from the 'list were also supplied to tha
National Security Agency, identified by the commis-
sion delicately only as “another agency.” NSA moni-
tored the overseas phone calls of those on the list, in
violation of their Fourth Amendment rights, and
provided some 1100 pages to the CHAQOS unit.

ther Domestic Surceillance Programs. Thus far | have
discussed all of the facts in the original Hersh story
related to surveillance of domestic dissidents except

one. This is the assertion that CIA agents followed and

photographed participants in antiwar demonstrations.
Not so, said Mr. Colby in his January statement to the
Congress. He went on to detail several instances of
surveillance of American citizens but said that they
related to leaks of information or assassination plots.

According to the Rockefeller Commission report that

‘statement to the Senate committee was simply false.

Participants in antiwar rallies were followed by CIA
agents as part of a totally different program that is not

mentioned at all in the original Hersh story.

Colby touched briefly on these activities in his
statement, telling the Senate committee that beginning
in 1967 the CIA office of security, acting out of fear of
the safety of its installations in the Washington area,
has inserted 10 agents intn dissident organizations to
sather information “relating to plans for demonstra-
pitkels, protests, or break-ins.”

The presidential commission tells a different story
The program, which ran from February 1967 to
December 1965, involved many different agents,
although no more than 12 at any one time. These
agents penetrated 2 number of different organizations
including the Women’s Strike for Peace, the Student
Nonviolent Coordinating Committee, the National
Mobilization Committee to End the War, and the
Southern Christian Leadership Conference. The
infiltrators sought to learn whatever they could about
the organizations, including their domestic sources of

funds and the names of those who attended rmeetings.
To learn their identities, some of the participants in

these meetings were followed home. In the words of
the report, “the Agency’s .infiltration of dissident
groups in the Washington area went far beyond steps
necessary to protect the Agency’s own facilities,
personnel and operations.”

The DCI made no mention in his statement.to the
congressional committees of yet a third CI4 operation
directed at domestic dissidents. This entirely separate
project, run by the Office of Security, maintained more
than 5000 files on dissident organizations and individu-
als including some 12,000 names, and published weekly
from 1968 to 1972 “Situation Information Reports”
dealing with dissident activity in the US,

s '

O ther illegal activities. The Hersh story reported thatin
addition to the activities directed at domestic dissidents,
the CIA had also engaged in dozens of other illegal
activities, including “break-ins, wiretapping, and the
surreptitious opening of mail.” These, Hersh reported,
were a “different category of domestic activities carried

‘Approved For Release 2001/08/08 ¢'CIAsRDRT 1-00482R0001080820007505s pected foreign
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intelligence.” These facts too were fully confirmed in
the Rockefeller report. The commission provided the
details Hersh could not get and it yields insight into the
agency’s view of its relation to the laws of the land.
The commission report devotes considerable atten-
tion to the agency’s programs to open first-class mail.
These operations, running from 1953 to 1973, were the
largest, clearly illegal and unconstitutional programs
discovered by the commission. Colby in his statement
to the Senate committee dealt with these allegations in
deadpan fashion in a single page. He asserted that the
‘primary purpose was to identify individuals in active
correspondence with Communist countries for “coun-

terintelligence purposes, the results being shared with"

the FBi.” That sentence would not enable one to infer
that the CIA did not even inform the FBI that it was
operating the program. It was only when the bureau
approached the postal authorities to propose a similar
scheme of mail covers that the agency told the bureau
what it was.up to and agreed to share the fruits.

- Colby’s statement does not acknowledge that the
program was illegal and unconstitutionall It is oaly
from the commission report that we learn that the
agency was aware from the beginning that the
operation was illegal and that CIA officials, including
Richard Helms, deliberately decetved postalauthorities
into thinking that the operation was limited to mail
covers, i.e., to the copying of information off envelopes.
The details of how the agency deceived postal
2uthorities provides an interesting study of CIA dis-
information techniques as applied to other government

2gencies. The dis . “cover stories” to use with

.the public should the operations’ existence leak,
provides evidence of the conscious nature of the CiA’s
use of false information to mislead the public.

A careful reading of the Colby statement gives no

hint as to the scope or dimensions of the program. The _

DCl1 lists each of the operations reported by the
commission with the significant exception of 12

-separate operations to open the mail of American

citizens who had no connection with the agency. But
there is no suggestion of the magnitude revealed by the

commission report: )
il

red by the CIA shoto that in the last full year
ion, the New York mail intercept handled
aicly 4,350,000 items of mail and examined the

e exteriors of approximately 33,000 items. Some

8,700 iterms were opened and the contents analyzed.

Selections for opening were made on the basisof a watch list
given to thz crew and upon various other intelligence factors.

During the last year, approximately 5,000 of the selections
were made on the basis of the walch list.

tuear, the program made over 3,800 separate

s of information derived from the project within

the Agency and sent some 1,400 separale items of

‘nformationto ihe FBI. At the end of 1972, the active walch

ist of nares totaled approximately 600, The wumber of

wames watch-listed varied from month to montl as they were
supplied by CLA components and the EBI.

Althouglh ouly mail coming into e United States was
stereeptod indne early years of the project, hoth: eutgoing and
woming mail were involved during mest of the project's
operation. CIA personnel estimate’ that, overall, approxi-
mately 30 percent of the mail intercepted iwas outgoing.

i
n

provided file data bacARPTPYSS FOT

compulerized machire recond sustem containing almost
2,000.000 entries. Institutional and organizational files
were also maintained for reference and analytical purposes.

One minor CIA ploy not cleared up by the commis-
sion report concerns the opening of mail to and from
non-Communist countries. The original Colby state-
ment taiked of opening mail to and from “two
Communist countries.” In a correction sheet released a
month later that phrase ‘was changed to “countries,
mostly Communist.” The commission does not com-
ment on thizchange (as noted it refers not at all to these
Coidy starenents) oand seems to suggest that anly mail
to and rrom Communist states was opered. Colby told
the Senate that the last of the mail surveillance
program ended in 1973. He neglected to mention that
this was only-because a postalinspector, who had been a
CIA official, ordered the agency to end the program.

The Rockefeller Commission report deals with the
charges of iilegal wiretaps and burglaries in a single
section in which it discusses agency “special coverage”
of American citizens. As usual we find Colby with his
numbers too low and with no hint of illegality. The
DCI’s statement reports four break-ins; the commis-
sion found 12. Colby admits to 27 wiretaps; the
commission found 32 and 32 bugs in addition. It also
“found 16 illegal examinations of tax returns and the 12
individuai mail openings described zbove. The commis-
sion reports more than 100 cases of “special coverage™

.involving one or more of these techniques.

Despite the alleged comprehensive nature of his
description of CIA domestic activities, Colby did not
report on other illegal or unauthorized activities noted

by the commission in its repori. Among these are:

e giving LSD to unsuspecting Americans, one of
whom killed himself as a result

@ holding a defector in solitary confinement in the
United States for three years

© aiding the Bureau of Narcotics in violation of the
CIA charter )

© giving gratuities to local police forces _

© securing telephone records for the National Security
Agency.

"/In many of these and other cases the Commission
‘reaches the conclusion that the agency clearly violated
its charter, the laws of the land, and the Constitution.
i
" 4. ke Report. When the Rockefeller panel was appointed
by the President, many critics predicted that this panel
“of eight establishment figures, including, besides the
Vice President, Ronald Reagan, Lyman Lemnitzer and
C. Douglas Dillon, would produce a whitewash. First
.. reactions to the report reflected pleasant surpriseat the
detail provided. However a closer look makes plainwhy
the commission reveals what it did. The tone and
recommendations of the report reveal the next line of
defense to which supporters of the CIA are retreating.
Early in its deliberations the Rockefcller Commission
must have become aware of the Schlesinger study arid

" the inspector general’s report covering most, if not all, . - .

“of the episodes in the commission report. The
.commission members knew that the Church commit-
tec investigatling this matter for the Senate had this
material and would eventuaily make it public. To fail to
provide the information now would be to discredit the
entire commission and its recommendations when the

The projeci not only disseminated curren in{orangﬁiazt b "il08/08 Se,PALRm?lbmmm@ea?]mgbate on what to
e 9rr?par§n 18 i, 28 ¢

do got underway. A report issugd now without detailed
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facts would have been branded as a whitewash.

The candid tone of the report has caroed it a
respectful hearing. Many edilorial writets and com-
mentators have adopted the tone and approach of the
report. The abuses are to be deplored but we need a
secret intelligence agency to counter the Communists.

The commission’s style is reflected in the second
chapter of the report titled the “Need for Intelligence,”
which notes that the “United States remains the

principal intelligence target of the Communist bloc.”

The chapter closes with this curious sentence:

Americins have w right ta be uneasy if nel seriously disturbed
at the real possibility that their personal and business
activities whick they discuss freely over the telephone could be
vecorded and analyzed by agents of foreign powers.

One would suppose that thisis intended in some way to
justify the same intrusions on our privacy by the CiA.

Having set the tone in the opening section, the
commission remains consistent. Flagrant abuses of the
Constitution are described with no sense of outrage.
Agency explanations of the need to take the illegal
actions in order to perform its assigned missions are
accepted in general without question. The commission
members evidently believe that the agency has the
right to investigate what it calls “dissident” organiza-
tions and individuals even if they have broken no laws
and show every intention of remaining law abiding.
The commission knows a “dissident” when it sees one.
Thus it reports without comment that such peaceful
and nonviolent groups as the Women'’s Strike for Peace
and the Southern Christian Leadership Conference,
among others, are dissident groups but reports that a
few non-dissidents such as Father Hesburgh somehow
crept into the files.

When it turns to recommendations, the commission
lays out the approach likely to be adopted by the Ford
administration, the agency and its supporters. First the
report notes that many of the activities discussed in the
report were terminated in 1973. It presentsa totalof 29
recommendations of various kinds. On the whole they
2dd up to saying that the President and the director
should issue instructions that the agency must obey the
law. Various internal monitoring mechanisms are tobe
‘beefed up and a joint congressional oversight commit-
tee is to be created. The budget of the agency might, the
commission suggests, be made publicat least in part and
other material should be declassified. At the same time
the commission endorses a law making it a crime for
present or former employees to divulge classified
information lzarned in the course of their employment.
The commission doesn’t even comment on the fact that
such a law would have made criminal the leaks that
forced the information in the report to surface.

Most important are the commission’s recommenda-

tions on what domestic security functions the agency

chould have. The basic commission approachis toavoid -

the problem of the agency violating its charter in the

future by 2uthorizing it to do the things it has donein

the past in violation of its charler. If the recommenda-
the commission were accepted, the agency
would £ able o resume most of the programg it
terminated in 1973 subject only to whatever deference
it chooses to give to the Constitution and the general
laws of the land.

tions of

“These startling suggestions are stated so matter of
factly as recommendations (1) and (2) that they have
occasionzd little comment. In recommendation (1), the

commission proposes that the agency be permitted to
]

‘approach willing sources in the United States apenly

and be prohibited from efforts directed at unknouwing
American citizens. It would thereby sanction covert
operations aimed at gathering intelligence from
foreigners in the United States. Then, in recommenda-
tion (2), the commission would authorize the agency to
engage in collection of information about American
citizens in the following circumstances:

a) Persons presently or formerly offilinted, or being
considered for affiliation, with the CIA, directly or
indirectly, or others wko require clearance by the CIA to
receive classified information; .

b) Persons or activities that pose a clear threat to CIA
facilities or personnel, provided that proper coordinsiior with
the FBI is accomplishad:

¢) Persons suspected of espionage or other illzgal activities
relating to foreign intelligence, provided that proper

. coordination with the FBI is accomplished.

Thus, the agency would have authority for most of
its domestic programs. These proposals would, of
course, give the agency the domestic police and internal
security functions that Congress explicitly denied to
the CIA when it set up the agency in 1947. it would
ignore the warnings issued then about the dangers ofa -
super secret agency coming to operate at home and
infringe on the librrties of American citizens. And it
would do sc in the face of some 200 pages of its own
evidence that those fears were well founded.

The legislative history of the creation of the ClA s
very clear. Congress intended that the agency do
nothing in the US but maintain a headquarters and
train its personnel. That there was to be only one
exception to this rule—the overt coliection ¢f informa-
tion about foreign activities from willing sources in the
US—is made explicit in an exchange between a
congressman and Allen Dulles in a closed House
hearing on the bill creating the agency.

Inlight of the evidence presented by the commission,
it would be foothardy to do arything but return to this
original understanding. The CIA must be told by the
Congress that it may not operate at home. Congress
must spell out in explicit detail all of the things that
cannot be done. It must then make the violations of this
law and failure to report the violations to the Attorney
General criminal offenses. The right to sue for civil
damages should also be made available to those whose
rights are violated by the agency. '

Nothing short of this will be sufficient tocreate even
the ‘possibility that the agency will not in the future
succumb to external or internal pressures and resume
its massive illegal domestic surveillance.

In the domestic field what must be done is clear. Tha
commission has given us all the fatis weshould nzedto

conclude that a secret spy agency cannot be permitted

“to operate at home. We can expect a2 new dis-

information campaign to assure us that all is well and
thiat we reed only to adopt the commission praposals. if
the Congress and the public fall for that line they will

get the government they deserve.
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' Arbeiderbladet, Oslo, 12 Jure 19 (5 (Norwag:.an Labor Party)
IIWES'I‘IuATIO\I OF CIA -
Paranoia is Gi:éek and is used as an indication of illness characterized

by systematic, firmly-anchored delusions. Ylhere dre a number of variations.
"One of them is inventor-paranoia. :

. It was the latter variety thet during the course of the Vietnam decade
insimiated itself in the office of the American president. In the White
House in Washington enemies of society were discovered all over the American
society. Active and passive critics of USA's war in Vietnam were shadowed
and photographed. Demonstrators! mail was opened, their telephones were
tapped. Dissenters were duly recorded in files by the tens of thousands.

) This began seriocusly under President ILyndon B, Johnson and was developed
further quickly under President Richard Nixon. Nixon was not only convinced -
that the Americans who openly declared disagreement with the Vietnam policy,
‘in reality all those who were a danger tc the country's morale (he often’ '
used those words), but also he went a step further: WNixon critics were
suspected of belonging to a network centered inMoscow. Ultra red and
contagious.

The Watergate hearings disclosed that it was during Nixon'!s presidency—-
at the president's order--that the American intelligence organization CIA
systematically began to overstep the statutes Congress had passed for the
‘organization's activities. When CIA was set up in 1947, Congress had
established by law that CIA should limit its activities to other lands.

The Federal police, FBI, would be responsible for domestic security.

In 1970 Richard Nixon had reached the point where he had convinced
himself that J. Edgar Hoover, FBI chief, no longer had the necessary
fervor and the right drive for hunting dmm comrmunista «nd foreigh agents,

Monday evening the so-called Rockefeller Commission publicized its
300-page report on CIAts activity. For the first time the legal infringe-
ments we have cited were officially confirmed. The report also describes
other excesses and infringement of internationally-~recognized human rights.
CTA agents, for example, e xperimented with the drug ISD on people who were
unaware of this. One defector was held in solitary confinement for three
years because CIA had suspicions that the man was actually a planted spy.

What makes the Rockefeller fommission report especially effective is
the composition of the commission. None of the eight members can be
described as a dissenter. Vice President Nelson Rockefeller has long been
a member of the Foreign Intelligence Board, vhich is charged among other
things with keeping an overview of CIA but which has never followed up
reports of excesses. Five of the members have had in one way or another
contact with the intelligence organization.

SRR SE TS S T VU

The Commission correctly places emphasis on the fact an effective
intelligence organization is of decisive importance for national security
and often also a medium to serve in the relaxation of tensions. The
Commission has found it to be necessary to recommend that a permanent

control mechanism be set up, a control commission under the President's
‘euthority and a control committee cons:.shng of members of Congress, .
‘CIA's budget in part ought to be made public, according to the Commlssion.

President Ford has decided to classify the Rockefeller Cormission rcuort
on CIA's assdssination plans .against foreign politicians and chiefs of state.
 We underdtand that this gensitive matter is so delicate that the President
sooner or later 'WLll be compellcd the male putlic what the Comrdission has
learned. ,
And so we hope that the 1ea&er“§‘°' in L“ldd' Krediin will follow the lead of
the American example and set uwp an investigating commiszion to find out
if the KGB has commilted cxcesses and infringed on human rightsi
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Gfanskiﬁg"

av CIA .

i

1
Paranom er gresk og b*u-:
kes som- betegnelse pi’ en
sykdom som er preget av’
sttematlserte, fast forank-
Fede vrangiorestillinge‘r.! Den
fms i en rekke varianter. En
av dem er oppﬁrmer—para—
noia. ) C
% Det var den siste avarten
.som i-lgpet av Vxe_tnam-tx-
“Bret snek seg inn i ameri-
‘kanske presidentkontorer; I
-'De_t ‘hvite Hus i Washington
,ble'det oppfunnet samfunns-
fiender overalt i dét ameri-
kanske samfunn,

og fotografert. Demonstran-
‘tenes post ble apnet, deres
‘telefoner avlyttet. Dlssemer-
ne ble behgrig arkivert — txl
sammen titusener av navn.
": Det begynte for alvor un-
‘der president - Lyndon B.

LJohn. , og det utviklet seg”
raskt videre under president

Rlchard leon Nxxon bar
‘ikke: bare overbewst om’ at
de amerikanere som hadde
erkizert  seg uenige i den:

Aktive. og’
“passive kritikere. av 'USAs’
krig i Vietnam ble skygget-

4
jamemkanske Vietnam-poli~ ' :
tikken, .

i virkeligheten alle
som en var farlige for sam—-
funnsmoralen (han brukte’
‘ofte det ordet), men han gikk'
et skritt videre: Nixon-kri-

tikere-ble mistenkt. for & txl- ‘

“hgre det nettverk som hadde:
sitt sentrum i Moskva Ultx'a-}x

fr¢dt og smittsomt.

-Watergate-hgringene -av-

slgrte at det var i Nixons

" .presidenttid — pi presiden-

tens befaling — at den ame-
rlkanske etterretnmgsorgam-
sasjonen CIA systematisk be-
'gynte d krenke de- statutier
Kon»gressen hadde vedtait for
organisasjonens virksomhet.
'Dz_i CIA ble opprettetii’» 1947,
hadde nemlig Kongressen ved
lov' fastslitt at CIA skulle
.begrense” sin virksomhet til
andre- l:fx:\a Det ‘fgderale po-'
htlet FBI, skulle forestd den
indre . overva.kmgen : ’
-1 1970 var Richard Nixon
nadd det’ stadium hvor han
,klarte i ove'rbe\nse seg selv
om at FBI-sjefen J. Edgar
.Hoover
den ngdvendige glad og det
rette pagangsmot i jakten p3

kommumster og fremmede .

agenter
- Mandag. = kveld - offenthg-

ikke’ lenger hadde -

‘giorde han den skalte Roc-
*kefeller-kommisjonen sin 300

'sxder lange rapport om CIAs
o

vuksomhet For fﬁrs'te gang

‘blr de .lovbrudd_vx her har.
A:ne’vnt,

offisielt bekreftet.
Rapporten forteller ogsd om
andre overtramp og brudd
P4 internasjonalt anerkjente
menneskerettigheter. CIA-
agenter eksperimenterte for
eksen:xpel med rusgiften LSD,.
og lot m’cetanende men.n&sker
bruke dﬁ:n. En overlgper ble
holdt i enecelle i tre ar fordi
CIA hadde mistanke om at
mannen egentlig var en plan-
tet spion.

Det som gjgr Rockefeller-
kommisjonens rapport sarlig
virkningsfull, er den sam-

‘mensetning kommisjonen har

hatt. Ingen
medlemmene

av 'de dtte
kan betegnes
som dissentere. Visepresi-
dent Nelson Rockefeller har
lenge vart medlem av «the
Foreign Intelligence Boards
— som blant annet er pélagt
overobpsynet med CIA, men
som tidligere aldri har fulgt
opp me_ldin-ger om overtramp.
Fem av de andre medlem-
mene har i hvert fall p3 ett
eller annet stadium hatt ner

-:}w:hon»ta=kt med etterretnings-

orgamsas;onen. o
.. Kommisjonen legger 'nei{
7rette vekt pd ‘at ‘en effekiiv
etterretringsorgam..asjon er
,av ‘avgjgrende betydning for
den nasjonale sikkerhet, ‘og

'ofte ogsd et middel i avspen-

ningens tjeneste. Kommisio-

‘nen har funmet det riktig &
‘anbéfale at det na oppreties

permanente
nismer,

kontrollmeka-
en Lontrollkommi-
sjon under  presidentens
myndighet og et kontroHut-

.valg bestiende av kongress-

medlemmer. - CIAs budsjet
bgar bli delvis offentliggjort,
‘mener kommisjonen. .
" ‘President Ford har besiut-
iet & hemmeligholde Rocke-
feller-kommisjonens  rapport
om CIAs attentatplaner mes
‘utenlandske politikere og
rngermgtsJefer Vi forstdr
at ‘dette er gmtalelige saker,
ja s delikate at presidenten
fgr eller siden blir ngdt il &
offentliggigre det kbmmisjo-
nen kan fortelle om dem.
-Og sa haper vil at Kremi-
'le'a‘erne joler seg ansporet au

def amerikancke slkcammnel ar

ned;erter en undert;ikelsa-

CHRISTIAN SCIENCE NONITOR
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CIA mk@@
to Trujilio

mum@r

By James Nelson Goodsell .
Latin America correspondent of - =
The Christian Science Monitor

it was just before midnight. Moonlight
glinted off the waters of the Caribbean. The
Jone car on the coastal highway, a chauffeur-
driven limousine, sped westward toward the
Dominican city of San Cristobal.

The limousine’s two occupants, chauffem
and passenger, at first failed to notice the
green Cheveolet that [ollowed them -— and by
the time they became aware of the vehxcle it
was too late.

.The Chevrolet pulled alongside, spraymg‘

f‘"' limousine with rifle and carbine bullets,

Both cars came to a halt. The chauffeur.

‘escaped, but fhe passenger waskilled,

* The scenario marked the end of the 30-year

dictatorship of Gen. Rafael Leonidas Trujillo
Molina.

:. The whole incident, whlch took place May'
30 1961, was long thought to have been solely

the work of Dominican - patriots, including

Antonio Imbert Barreras, the driver of the
Chevrolet, who himself became a general in
the years after the assassination of General

* Trujillo.

But this weekend, there is mountmg evi-
dence - that the United States Central In-
telligence Agency (CIA) had a hand in the

aifair.

In fact, Washington sources say that the
U.S. contributed “‘significant material sup-
port” to the Trujillo assassination.

Efforts this weekend to reach Gennrai
Imbert, the lone survivor of the team of
assas;ins failed, but other Dominican sources
say that “there were lots of CIA agents in
Santo Domingo~in the ‘weeks befcre “the-
Trujillo assassination.” .

1f all this information proves true, it wili be
the first specific instance in which there is.
proof the CIA successfully participated in the

assassination of a foreign leader. 3

Speculation that the CIA had a hand in a
number of such assassinations has been
growing since the first of the year.

Just what the motive was for partlclpatmg
in the Trujillo assassination is not clear, nor &
it clear at what level in the admlmstratwns of
either President Kennedy or President Eisen-
hower it might have been ordered. Thel
assassination took place four months after
John F. Kennedy became President and only|
weeks after the unsuccessful Bay of Pigs
invasion of Cuba, which had been organized

‘under President Eisenhower although carried

out under President Kennedy.

The Trujillo assassination sparked a mas-
sive roundup of anti-Trujillo Dominicans.
According to a Dominican government sour: 2,
one of those picked up, who had been invelvad
in the acutal assassination, said after having
been tortured, that the arms used in the
incident had been supplied by the CIA.

It seems that no CIA agent was directly
involved in the Trujillo assassination. Buf|
apparently quite a few gave material and
perhaps physieal help isetting up the event.
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Will West’s broadcasts to East die?

.- Sun Staff Correspondent

I'being hit by a budgetary

layoffs.

‘ning of the end for the radio
: station, which broadcasts dai-

ly to Po!and, Czechoslovakia,

Hungary, Romania and. Bul-.
garia to inform the people
there about the events in the

West 2s well as development§ ‘

in their own countries.

While not all see the future
so darkly, there ‘is peneral”

agreement that the budgetary

difficuities faced by the or- -

- ganization ” will- reduce the

* effectiveness and quality of

 aot only its broadeasting but
also of its highlv regarded re-
search operation. . :

"The same could be true for-
Radio Liberty, also ‘based’

here and which broadcasts in-
“to the Soviet Union. But the
next round of staff reductions

of about 150 apparently will :
fall most heavﬂy thhn Radxo

Free Europe,*

"The mood at Radic Liber-
ty, therefore, while not bright,

is not quite as pessimistic.

-:At Radio - Free. Lu;ope o
some see the present sitvation 4
as a crisis comparable to the *

- early 1270’s when both Radio -
"Free Europe and Radio Liber- |

ty were cut off from the funds

Arom the (‘entral Im.elhcence;

Agencv

At that time; there was op-
posxhon in Congress against

continuing the two operations
out of regularly budgeted
funds. Senator William Ful-
bright (D., Ark.), then chair-
‘man of the Senate Formgn

Relations Commitiee, in par--

fticular, questioned the ‘pro-
pnety of continuing” the two

statmns during a period of-

“Munich—~Radio’ Free Eu-’
rnpe is undergoing & crisis of
confidence and morale afier
squeecze and ano&her wave oi ’

I Some see it as the b-“gm-:

ol

-after.” the .

‘n‘ast-West deten te.

Since then, both organiza-

‘tions have game_d respectabil-
Aty with the creation of the
‘Board

for - International
‘Broadeasting in Washington
to oversee their operatxons
The' board is - criticized
here however, for not being

,‘vigorqus enough in looking
interest ' of ’its

charges. Under -its steward-
ship, the two stations have

had fo cut their staffs by a

third ‘because of’ msumment
funds. . , .

Dav.d Ab°hxre, the chaxr-
man of the board, told con-
gressional budget commit-
tees, for example, that be-
cause of the devaluation of

the dollar and inflation an op- .

eration that cost’ $30 ‘million
in 1968 would cost more than
cnn -ullmn lm- t .-;ml 1070

Nevert‘xeless tﬁé ’ '§oard

asked for only $65.6 million

for fiscal 1976, and only be-
cause of - one-time needs to.
make up for overdue pension
fund contributions, renovation
of the building and replace-
ment of old equipment.

For fiscal 1977, he prom-
ised to reduce the budget re-
quest to $57 million, which is
the reason for the reduction in
staff which alreadv is begm~
ning.

Radio Free Europe sources
§aid the board made the com-
mitment without studying the
inevitable consequences. One
source called it a “verdict of
slow death,”. adding, “in two

or three years we. wxll be ex-

tinet.”

One department head said

the cutbacks mean the loss of
seme of his top talent, with no

possibility of replacing them.

Because of the German labor
laws, he said, the cutbacks
cannot be made selectively to
weed out the least effective
personnel.

Many of those bemg Jaid .

"Bvdgei cuts and fayaffs creaie
erisis at Radio Free Eumpe

EyGENEOISHI - - -~

off, he saxd are the younger

members of the staff, “our.

fresh blood, the people who
represent our future.”

Others noted that, even if’
funds were available, it is dif-

ficult to find qualified persons
willing to come to what could
become a moribund organiza-
tion.

Radio Free Europe sources,
will mean cuts in programing,
which currently ranges from
19 hours a day for Czechoslo-

jvakia to 8 hours a day for Bul-

‘garia, to an estimated total
audience of about 30 million.
Perhaps of more general

. concern is the likelihood of

cutbacks in research. Radio
Free Europe subscribes to
more than 600 East European

newspapers and herxndwa‘< )

i
ang

i acdition to moniors: g
transeribing radic reports
from the various. East-bloc
_countries

Its publications, including .

‘special reports based on this
information as well as sur-
veys of the East-bloc press,

- -are sent out to more than 1,

1900 subscribers, who include
universities and other aca-
demic institutions, individual
scholars, journalists, Western
foreign ministries as well as
the United States State De-
partment. .

While the research section
at Radio leerty is not quite

1as extensive, it keeps tabs on’

more than 500 newspapers
and journals, most of them
from the Soviet Union, but al-
so publications that deal with
the problems of the country
published in the West.

. Both organizations receive
a constant stream of scholars
and journalists who make use
of their archives, which gen-
erally are acknowledged to be
the best of their Kind in the
world. .

The cutbacks, according to

~"Radio’ beerty. ‘moreover, |

has a growing collection of

the so-called samizdat docu. .
ments—underground publica- ;

tions of Soviet dissident

‘groups—which Albert Boiter,

its chief of research, says is

more complete than what the

KGB, the Soviet secret police, -
kas :

‘;Vbile both organizations
dre products of the cold war,"

advocates insist that the oper-

ations are even more essential :

during a period of detente. - -

The two stations, for ex-
ample, intend to broadcast de-

" tails of the declarations on :

3

freer - human contacts to~
which the Soviet blec will
agree at the European Securi- -
ty Conference but is not lixely -

to publicize.:

hers say that the two -

ebadinma

Yoo T
[T m Vaiue nnu nas m-

creased because the Voice of

.America, a State Department

operation, has softened -its
broadcasts and reduced its

commentaries in the interest

of detente.

1t is also noted that theA

" Voice, the BBC and other

Western broadcasts heard in

the East report mainly on

events around the world and
do not deal as much as Radio
Free Europe and Radio Liber-
ty with internal developments

of the countries to which they.

broadeast.

Alexander 1. Solzhenitsy
the Russian novelist expelléd
from the Soviet Union, for ex-
ample, said -after his exile
that his main scurce of infor-
mation on what was happen-
ing in his country was Radio
Liberty.

One broadeaster noted that
Moscow was increasing its
foreign language propaganda

broadcasts and to cut back on :
U.S. broadcasts to the East -

would be a “one-sided conces-
sion to the Soviet Union.




cpe

H
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+ a former chairman of the Foreign Rela- :

' @%

"t 4+ tions Committee, said the United States,

" The Umted States has long regarded
-the United Nations as an unpromising

v - child, but one .which~thank God—at

.

- least had the admirable habit of obedi- .

. ence. Now that even that virtue has dis- ,

. solved in a fiery show of jndependence, .

.. what's a parent to do? .

. .. Spank, prescribes Daniel Patrick

. Moynihan, who has been picked to be the -
.next U.S. ambassador to the U.N. be-

~ . cause his ideas on the organization ap-

peal to President Ford. In a well-publi-

cized article in the March issue of Com-

menfary and again in repent tectimany

"~ before the Senate Foreign Relations
" Committee, Mr. Moynihan laid out his °
> formula for whxppmg the U N. back into
. shape. i
The problem, as Mr. Moynihan sees
it, lies largely in the Fabian socialism '

" which many Third-World U.N. members

absorbed, while still colonies, from a .

. dying British Empire. The solution, he

argued, is to prove -the advantages of

American (or Japanese) capitalism over .

these unbealthy socialist transplants,

-and to expose the hypocrisies of Third-

World officials who see political injus-

tice everywhere but at home or. in the .

Soviet Union.

In his testimony Mr. Moynihan also
endorsed the suggestion of Arthur Gold-
berg, a former U.N. ambassador, that

“the United States withdraw from the or-
+ .- ganization if Israel is expelled.

- Mr. Moynihan's get-tough attitude
seems to be in tune with public, as well

as presidential sentiments. Mail to the -

U.S. Mission to the U.N. and public.opin-
ion polls show disillusionment and anger
with the behavior of a General Assembly
deminated by the Third-World blee.

But there is another view. It holds
that the United Nations, despite fauits,

" "bas accomplished immeasurable—and

generally unremarked—good for the
world; and that’ American delegations;
far from being too passive in the defense
of U.S. interests, have been too stubborn

**in demanding their way. And although
* the United Nations seems to have be-
- core a popular target among liberals as

well as conservatives, it was this view

- which predominated amoeng Mr. Moyni-

han's less publicized (%[f#’ %Er,gg{ Relg;gtg Ig’é d%‘éﬁéﬁ%lglﬁl A; obPﬁzr 0 0 4 ygggggij ki

Former Senator J

Washmgmn.

" i -accustomed to getting its way in the

early years of the U.N,, has turned into a

-. poor loser. “Il seems to me that the. .

great-power role has gone to our head
and ‘we have not learned to take the

brickbats and setbacks philosophically .
and the tail-tweaking with good humor. -

When opposed, we pick up our marbles
and go off to play by ourselves, making
~ the situation only worse.” .

a case for the organization’s utility in
the nuts-and-bolts business of running a
planet. Indeed, even most of the UN.'s
severest critics concede that if it were
. abolished overnight, something would

have to be invented to take the place of :
the two dozen specialized agencxes it op-
. erates ’ .

To .ihe exient mat some -agencies .

touch on areas with political as well as
practical content—the International
Atomic Energy Agency, for example

‘—their effectiveness may be diluted by -

national jealousies. But in less ideologi~
cal areas, the international bureaucracy
- can have decisive clout. U.N. agencies

have all but wiped out smallpox, have.

made English the universal language of
international traffic, and have made na-

tional stamps valid for the international _

malls

ate:under the U.N. or in close co-opera-
tion with it have been essential in pro-

viding the ground rules for international -
barter and the funding for economic de- .
velopment in poorer countries. While the

General Assembly and the Security

Council dominate the decreasing amount
of news space devoted to the U.N. these

.days, it is these agencies of economic co-
operation that do the most work. They

use 90 per cent of the U.N. system'’s an-

ual budget of $1.5 billion.
Richard N. Gardner, a former deputy

assistant secretary of state who is now -

the U.S. member and the rapporteur of a
committee appeinted by the Secretary

General to propose changes in the UN.'s

system of economic agencies, told the
Foreign Relations Committee;

. 3 )
“It is a useful exercise to ask where

we would be todag had we had no United
“Nations economic system no institu-
tions for trade and monetary eo-onera-
tion, for economic development aid, for
agriculture, population and environ-

. measurably worse-quite possihl"
;-yond repair.”

- the General Assembly and other: orgdn_:?"*

The witnesses for the defense in the .
U.N. hearings had little trouble making

The vanous mternatlonal hnanmal
economic, and trade agencies that oper- -

‘exchanging weather information, for al-
locating radio frequencies. Bad as our
4ituation now is, it would have been im-
be- -

And even most crmcs of the UN ‘

.. would not dispuie its usefulness as 2 sup-

plier of policemen and observers in exig;,,

. es—from the first Middle East wae-in..

1948 to the most receri de'ile Ea..(an-
war. e
Mr. Gardner dxvxdes the U.N/z funcnm
tions into two systems, the rhetorical o
and the active. The latter does mostof>
the work and the former—the debates of -
—gets all the attention. S
It was three General Atsembly voies~
in the last session thal erystalized the'V
growing American anger with th@“

i “tyranny of the majority.” The Assern~

bly expelled South Afriea, accorded YAads,
ser Arafat, the Palestinian leader, the~
honots of a head of state, and adopléd -
the “Charter of Economic nghts ‘aggg!u i
Duties of States.”

The Ford administration’s critics. afq‘,
not, on the whole, blame the administra- *

. tion—or the American public—for being-

~angry over thése actions. Indeed, many.,
of them share the annoyance. But miost

" of them differ radically from the admin-,

icfration on dvnanmcmn the rhnaamn hat
hind those unpleasant sympto'ns ‘and iin
prescribing a treatment that might hélps
The General Assembly, they argue, wis:

< only registering, not generating, thzx

anger felt in the Third World toward the”
United States. Any treatment mist’
therefore deal with the reasens for-that~

_ anger, not with the General Assembly. -

. Mr. Gardner agrees that the as:em-‘
bly's double standard on the Middle East
and on economic and human rights qués.’
tions “is often deplorable” But, he said”
in his testimony, “It is an unhappy fact

" that United States leadership has been’

badly damaged by Vietnam, Watergate,
economic mismanagement and neglect’
of Third-World interests. So if that U'Nk;
reflection is ugly, it’s rot t‘xe mxrrew
that's to blame.””

As treatment, these admmntmtmn
“critics propase co-option and co-opera~
tion rather than confrontation. The Unif3,
ed States would, for example, concetie-

. that Third-World producers of raw ma-

terials have gotten bad deals in the past,’

- and it would werk to set up a system to:

protect both consumers and producers
from wild price fluctuations. It would.
work to ensure that multinational cor-
porations do not exploit weak govern-
ments. It would work ic draw develop-
ing countries into wider participation in,
the financial agencies that affect them
so critically.

Above all, the critics would have li\e
Vinited States make a bigger effort to”
get the United Nations to work: to beef

" up its delegations—quaniitatively and”
qualitatively; to make the UN.a f‘entral_'_’
part of its diplomacy, rather than a for--

7&ndake m lumps
0ses.
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etente Is Sa

D

By DAVID BINDER
Speciel to The New York Times

" WASHINGTON, June 1—The

K.G.B,, the Soviet Union’s se-- °

curity and intelligence organi-
zation, has. taken on some new
foreign -assignments and a big- :
ger’ work load at home as a
-result of East-West détente,
~Western  espionage specialists
say. .

. While détente has increased
_the ability of the K.G.B.—~the
initials stand for the Russian
words for Committee of State
-Security—to infiltrate Wesfern
countries, it has also given it
more work at home keeping
surveillance over the larger
number of foreigners moving
around the Soviet Union.

For the United States, the
Central Intelligence Agency
and the Federal Bureau of
Investigation are similarly oc-
cupied. ' |
" The Soviet Union, the espion-
-age specialists said, has 1,083
“nationals working in the United
States as diplomats and trade
representatives, whereas 10
“rears ago, there were 456
Soviet citizens in such roles.

Thavcands af Caviat and Tackl o
«aauZants o Jowiel ang zast)

-European trade representatives;
are visiting the United- States,!
and the number of East Eu-
ropean student visitors and,
- East European seamen here is:
up. .

pCc»unteri_ntciligence officials
assume that 40 per cent of
the Soviet diplomats in the
United States are full-time in-,
telligence officers. It is as-
sumed that this may rise as|
high as 75 per cent in other
countries. - “

‘Broadening of the Base’

“It means a broadening of
‘the base,” a counterintelligence
official here remarked. “It
makey the totality of the United|
States a target. Their opera-
tions are always damned good
and their technology is first-
rate—very good trade-craft.”;

But there is no comparison'
between the situation of the
Committee of State Security:
and that of the Central Intel-
ligence Agency in terms of the
United States agency’s ordeal
of Congressional and executive
investigations, according to an
informed Administration offi-
cial. .

The K.G.B., he said, has ‘“no
fess forces and no less budget.”
“l don’t want to paint it 1‘2
fect high,” he added, “but it
is still alive and well and plays
a very major role.” .

“The K.G.B. is praised, not
-attacked in Moscow,” he said.
Around Washington these days,
such statements are not made
about the C.I.A. |

Broadly, the X.G.B, combines
‘the domestic worlr of the FBIL
and the foreign intelligence-
gathering of the C.IA. Tt is
the secret police in the Sov:ej

ence

Uniem and the il}&:i)lli
S Pr3y

a Bigge

-well-integrated part of Soviet to general—but are paid fivel

id to Give the K.G.B.
r Work Load|

agency in foreign work.’ cow. There must be receipts

“They provide the cement| at each end. This creates a
that holds the whale thing| virtually unbreakable security
together,” an ' analyst re- | system. o o
marked of the K.G.B.-r With a] K.G.B. :.personnel  at home
degree of professional admira-| tend to ‘keep to themselves. |
tion, he added: “If T had their] This is explained in part by|
system, then it is the. only Western specialists as a result
way I would do it—to have ©f the hierarchical system of the
a K.GB. I see it as part of K.G.B. Officers have military-
the main show, an integral and style rank— from lieutenant

to six times more than the
equivalent rank in the arme
\forces. - .
! But the rank system, a spe-
iclalist said, creates “a lot of,
incest and infighting—back-
stabbing because of rank.”

society. They are not
show."” . :
3 Instruments of Power

In " the Soviet . Union the
K.G.B. has three main in-
struments of power, as far as
the Western analysts can deter-/i ™ The K.G.B. is also “extremely
gluglebommunist ‘party’s Polit-|| 0P artmentalized,” }.‘fh e{;d]de?,

: : . - |ieven in comparison wil est-|
the Communist party is politbu™ ern inielligence organizations.
ro by tge K.G.B, chatlggafgtYli}ﬁ ~_Although K.G.B. officers per-
V. Andropov; control. not.| meate Soviet society, including
esfg”“ﬂg‘”gﬁ‘é“ﬁ?&‘)n& t%e t};e armed forctlas, in which they
works and. intel-
country, and supervision of the ggae):xceu;%le S%}fey C&lﬁam%ntﬁt
175,000 border guards assigned| mavericks according  to
to protect the frontiers. NOjwectarn expert, They have
Western intelligence agency-is| more defestors than we do.”
known to have such Pervasive: ha added, ) s
: They are alse tcared
;!throughout the Soviet Union,
fhe JECB- oportes much 55 ol nor i much s darny

. P U e >taiin, Bul ordinary
tions, althoug‘}il ;Ttl F:SS ogrﬁg&f: Soviet people would no more
cated technology than  most “th‘,é‘lk of tatlk’t?lg f{”él%a“){; in

1 *i public about the K.G.B. than

OF its estimated total of 420, Fow - world of disrobing i

<Y1 they
000 employes, the K.G.B. hasifront of Lenin’s mausoleum.
about 10,000 officers assigned

] 1 2 ,’ - One reason for continued fear,
to foreign operations, of whom of the K.G.B. is its large and
2,500 are abroad. Between 50,- ¢y : i d list”

) still active “wanted list” of
000 and 80,000 officers “are goyiet political enemies, A 460.!
assigned to internal security

HE page document contains: ab-
i‘?"”k- Western specialists be- geacts on 1,132 Soviet citizens,
ieve. -

By contrast, the Central In-
telligence Agency, which focu-
ses on foreign activities, has
about 16,000 employes, of:
whom 4,000 work abroad. The
F.B.I, dealing with internal se-
curity, has 19,500 employes,
of whom 8,600 are listed as
special agents.

In the judgement of K.G.B.’s

a freak .

aicp

Qutsfde the Soviet Uiiidn,H

§

retno.”” or “top secret.”’: -

- Nureyev on the List .’
YOIt “lists  such seeming " in-;
nocents as Rudolf Nureyev, the
dancer,” who defected to the
West in 1961..After noting his
family particulars, the dossier,
entry says: - L

“While on tour in France:

. itariat also provides the leader-

is stamped *sovershenno sgk-| f

defector appeared in February;
1974, was a captain of military
counterintelligence assigned. to
the Sixth Armored Guards Divi-
sion in East Germany, “Dissi-
dence doesn't exist,” he said. .

Among the uses that Leonid
I Brezhnev the party chief,
has for the K.G.B. is its daily
-summary of “vital events” in
‘technology, science, economics,
jdefense and political affairs.
|Once a” week, the K.G.B. secre-

“broader view"

iship with. a
international

‘of domestic and
affairs. o .
The K.GB. has an elabor-
;ate apparatus for dealing with
civilian dissidents, the so-called
Fifth Chief Directorate, with
subsections assigned to Jews,
young people, intellectuals and
religious figures. ’
Intimidation of the political
Effectiveness Abroad Declines

{dissidents over the last four
years has largely eliminated
the problem for the time being,
in the view of Western speci-
,alists. N \ N
‘oIt is in the foreign field where
he  HWGB. i considered:
somewhat less effective than
in -the past, despite the large
number of agents it has in
the field ‘and the high quality
of many of them. b
“The great successes of fhe
K.G.B. were in the nineteen-|
thirties and - nineteen-forties,
when they had ideological re-
cruits,” a  Western analyst
comemnted, “Now revolution-
ary élan is dead and Soviet
life is marked . by increased
bureaucracy.” ..~ . :

This, too, is-seen as a reason
or the relatively high number
of K.G.B. defectors.

.,A.s.an example, Western spe-
cialists quote Vladimir N. Sak-
harov, a K.G.B. agent who de-
fected to the West in 1971
after having served four years
in Middle East posts. e
. Mr. Sakharov told the C.IA.
officers who dealt with him

+
€.

Western counterparts,  its
officers are much more securi-
ty-conscious than Western
agencies. )

As gleaned from some of the:
15 K.G.G. officers who have de-!
fected to the West in the last
20 years the following picture
emerged.

Only One Notchook

- The Soviet intelligence offi-
cers keep almost no files in
the field. They destroy .copies
of telegrams received at the
“residence™—a legal cover sta-
tion such as an embassy—with- i
in 24 hours. '

Only the “rezident” (chiefi
of a station} may keep a smalli
notebook. The  sheets are
numbered and the notes are
handwritten: When he is send-|
ing a report it is photographed |
and the film i§ placed in a
buobytr:

i

H

dFanRalaasg.I0D iﬂﬁ'&iﬁ%f:

|1

on June 16, 196], he betrayed| that once, when he had written.
his country. In 1962, the Lenin-l an objective analysis of the
grad City Court sentenced him| Egyptian political scene that
to seven year's deprivation of| did not correspond in all details
freedom. He lives in London.”| With the official Soviet view,

Another eatry lists Nina V.[this superior remarked:
Paranyuk, a ship stewardess|{i ‘“You have a brilliant career.
who fled at Melbourne, Austra-{'Take that back and write it
iz, in 1956. The entry says) S0 that they can understand
that she was “sentonced tof it at home.” . )
death July 26, 1957. : 1? .t)‘;e powerful Western in-
; : ep [dustrial countries—chiefly the
Security S},ste~n'1 E-fcc.tlve jUnited States and WestyGer-‘
In the prevailing Western |many--X.G.B. officers are also
view, the K.G.B. has proved|junder instruction to  wield
highly effective in maintaining l"political influence” wherever
security in the Soviet Union-— ‘they can. )
to the degiee, as a specialist!! A correspondent of The New
said, that Western intelligence Yorl Times in Bonn rcnorts
that the'agents work unaoer the

agencies ha' ¢ “never penetrat-
ed the Politburo” and have guise of diplomats, trade offi-
only “gotten closc {0 the Cen-{cials or journalists to cultivate
tral Committee” of the Commu- private relationships with poli-
nist party. ' . ticians and businessmen——the
It has also kept dissidence; purpose being to ‘“convey So-
P@fﬂﬁeﬂg d warnings” on
C : L

;ﬁwm@“‘?&%m@ ritical issue§.
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. - .Posed as a Journalist :
‘- -An official of the Krupp con-
tern, which has millions of}
dollars in trade with the Soviet
Union, spoke of one such intel-
ligence officer posing as a jour-
natist: “I like- to talk to him
because he makes no secret
at all of whom he really works
for. You know that anything
you tell him goes straight to
the . Lubyanka [K.G.B. head-
quarters]. - [ e
71t is telling, perhaps; that
few of the K.G.B. men who
have come over to the West
manage to make headway-in
the new lives arranged for
them, despite their abilities as
espionage agents. :
.. “We set them up in business
and they go bankrupt,” a West-
jern anaiyst remarked. “Most
of them can’t handle being
aloneand on their own.”

‘“In K.G.B. usage, the United
iStates remains the “main ad-
wversary”—ags it has been ‘since
ithe collapse of Nazi Germany.
~. This is reflected in such sta-
‘tistics as 800 attempts to re-
‘cruit American citizens for
espionage purposes over the
last 10 years—most of them
outside the United States. It
is also evident in the tremen-
dous amount -of attention paid
by the K.G.B. to acquisition of
military, industrial and scien-
tific secrets, the analysts said.|
" *The K.G.B. formed a scientif-’
ic-technical directorate in 1962
and recruited science and en-

gineering graduates to staff if. African territories in Cambo-|
in (hej

it empi SO0 to 60U officers:

Bondish™ aspects” of ‘espionage]
‘work, the Soviet secret service
has been credited with perfect-
‘inggenious coding systems, tiny
iass assination weapons and lis-
tening devices to promote co-
lvert operations. But Western
! 'specialists believe the KBG is
still basically agent-oriented
and remains far: behind the
C.LA. in technology. ’
. There is no evidence that it
has displayed any of the scien-
tific daring, technical know
how or financial risk compara-
ble to the successful C.LA. ef-
fort to recover part of a sunken
Soviet submarine last summer
in the Pacific northwest of Ha-
: wail. That venture, involving
a salvage vessel specially built
by Howard Hughes enterprises,
is said to have cost niore than
$350-million. co
- Nor is there anything in the
ambitious Soviet submarine-de-
velopment program comparable
ito- the electronic surveillance
missions of United States Navy
submarines, which are said to
have tapped Soviet coastal com-

munications cables, monitoring
onsshere  missile  firings “and]
identified individual Soviet sub-~
‘marines .by their sound pat-
terns. - S
As .for covert ' operations]
abroad, the X.G.B. maintains
a strong capability, in the
estimate of Western analysts.
Among. the most recent
K.G.B. involvements in insur-
gencies weie in  Portugal's

dia and Lacs, and

abroad, many of them.in the: Dhofar region of Oman. Po-

United States. i

«Concerning the more James

" NEW YORK TIMES
8 June 1975

'Many of Soviet Emigrants |
Reported Asking to Return

MOSCOW, June 7 (Reuters)
~—The Communist party news-
paper Pravda says that the
Soviet Embassy in Washington
has received “hundreds of ap-
plications” from - recent emi-
grants who want to return to
the Soviet Union. :

The report was in an articl
yesterday by Yuliyan Sem-
yonov, who has been touring
the United States as a special
correspondent for. Pravda.

. “There are hundreds of ap-
plications lying in our consu-
late, and many of them are
tragic,” he wrote. )

Mr. Semyonov quoted from
one of the letters: K

tential guerrilas are recruited
by :the K.G.B. and then' passed

“I came here with my two
chiidren, and Y know there can
be no forgiveness for me. But I
beg you to allow my children,
who have not yet come of age,
to return to the motherfand.”

“The Soviet Union normally
refuses to allow the permanent
return of emigrants, who usual-
ly have to renounce their
citizenship to gain an exit visa.

on to the G.R.U~—the Soviet
military intelligence service—
for training. : .
The K.G.B. maiatains a very
large operation in Thailand, a
New York Times correspondent
reports, presumably to control
operations throughout Indo-
china., - :
Must Wait on the Porch

Visitors to the Soviet Embas-|
sy, where the K.G.B. has its
offices, are asked to wait.on
the front porch and staff mem-

Western intelligence operatives
assume the 15-member Soviet
trade delegation in Bangkok
consists primarily of K.G.B. of-
ficers since Thai-Soviet trade
amounted to $6-million last
year. The rent and services
for the trade delegation are
‘estimated at $500,000 annually.

Since 1958, the Thai Govern-.

ment has expelled nine Soviet
officials after they had been
identified by Western intel-
ligence agencies as K.G.B. offi-
cers. / .
Western analysts believe the
K.G.B. has abandoned its prac-
tice of “wet affairs”—the So-
viet euphemism for covert ac-
tions like assassinations. .

i According to Oleg A. Lyalin,

a “wet.affairs” specialist’ who
defected” in Britain in 1971
causing the expulsion of 105
Soviet spies, the K.G.B. halted
its, political assassination' pro-

{'gram in 1959. But Mr. Lyalin

|said that the ‘K.G.B.- retained||

Iplans for ascination
otage "of vital installations in
the event of a war threat.

| In the opinion of Western

bers come out to meet them.:

!

‘specialists, the K.G.B. has re-

‘ceived orders from Mr. Brezh-
nev not to undertake any
operations that would com-
promise or undermine his poli-
cy -of relaxing tensions with
the* United States and other|
Western countries. .

Close to- 10,000 Soviet and
Eastern European trade repre-
sentatives visited the U.S. last
year, as -against 1,249 in 1964..
There are 45 Soviet students
here, and 50 other scholars are
engaged on rtesearch projects.
The number-of Soviet-bloc- sea-
men arriving in American ports
has risen from 1.300 to 13,000
since 1964. . .

An area in which the X.G.B.

continues to excel, especially
in less developed countries, in-
volves “disinformation,” the
practice of misleading people
with forged documents and the
planting of distorted informa-
tion in the press.
i For a dozen years, it is said,
the K.G.B hag. financed a
political weekly in India called
iBlitz, - which  disseminates,|
propaganda damiging to the
United States.

Another fairly recent change
.in K.G.B. priorities noted here
lis increased emphasis on China-
watching. It formed a special
China department about 1970.
The K.G.B. has a network
of “old China hands,” and 1s
sending young recruits to An-
iYang University in Singapere
te iearn Chinese, bDui L s
evidently weak on reliable wm-
telligence about China, the ana-
lysts said. | .

Approved For Release 2001/08/08 : ?gA-RDP77-00432R000100370007-0




[N,

Approved For Release 2001/08/08 : CIA-RDP77-00432R000100370007-0

Over the years the Communisﬁ Parfy’
“has made little headway with British
-yoters. But today Communists hold
~key posts in some of the country’s
most powerful trade umons, a cause -
for growing concern in an economy
where the unions call the tune.

Bw nnvid Bnahla

Staff correspondent of
© The Christian Screrxce Monitor

E.

Covent Garden's former fruit and vegetable market
~ stands a grimy office- building, fronted with thick
: frosted glass and crumbling stone and marked with a

¢ barely visible, small brass plate. Inside, light bulbs .

* hang unshaded from their wires. The walls of the
waiting room are bare and dingy. It is the headquarters
- of the British Communist Party.

Despite the seedy anonymity of their ng Street - -

- offices, Britiain’s Communists are today the focus of an
} unaccustomed glare of public comment and concern.
Columns about their activities, known and guessed at,

appear frequently in the national dailies. Politicians of .

. various persuasions speak out against the Communist
“threat. And ordinary Britons tend to answer questions

" about Communist influence with faintly embarrassed °
. phrases such as, “I've never been a ‘Reds under the .

beds’ person myself but. .
‘The reason does not he in any sudden -electoral

- suceess. The Communists’ parliamentary pc-rformance :

--remains as dismal as their headquarters.
Rather, the reason lies in the current power struggle

- between Pa.rhamem (regardless of which party is in )

i power) and militant trade-union leaders.
Itis widely accepted here that some union leaders are
using vast wage demands and inflation as,blunt

: mstru1n°nl< to push & virtual eccnomic revolution past

“a feebly protesting Parliament. And since Communist

power overt and cgvert, i3 concentrated in the unions,

. there arefearshere that:

1. The Communists are actively fomenting industrial 1

- strife andunion-Patlismert cenflici for their own ends,

. 2. Their allies have infilirated the Labour Party’s
parliamentary ranks to weaken that party’s tradition-
ally strong democratic ideals and to undermine lts

leaders’ abxhly to resist union demands.

: - London. )
J ast a carrot’s throw from the boarded-up remains of

if they could, use the present turmoil as a stepping- -

stone to something nearer real, preferably irreversible -
political revolution. . :

A faithful Moséow satellite’

All this sounds far out in a country - so solidly '
dernocratic, so skeptical of wordy ideslogies, so firmly
attached to that curiously British mixture of common .

sense and self-deprecating humor. What are the facts? .

- Peett mwber weed At 3 af -
The Pritish Communist Party, with a membership of

. alee  mm ;amm A REa ot PaZalo£o¥
_abuul, 25,000, ranks as one of Moscow's faitbful

" satellites. But there is no solid evidence that Commu-

- nist officials in British unions respond to strmgs pulled
~ from Moscow. .,
On the visible parliamentary 1eve1 the Communist
Party is a complete failure. The party has no seats in

" the House of Commons, nor has it even come near
" winning any over the past couple of decades.’

Out of a total vote in last October’s general election of .
Just over 29 million, the Communists managed to gather

- in a paltry 17,426 votes.

On the less-visible parliamentary level, however a

rather different picture emerges. Some of the Labour .

. Party’s “social democrats,” who comprise the bulk of .
the party and almost all the present Cabinet, appear as
“anxious as their Conservative colleagues about the
motives and loyalties of some extreme left-wingers in :
. Labour’s ranks. :

How much mﬂuence"

- . Lord Chalfont, a former Labour minister who isnow

an independent peer, put the point discreetly to the
House of Lords earlier this year: - :
-in what I have to say I shall suggest that the '
govermng [Labour] Party. provides, in cne way or -
another, sheiter for a number of people who are almost
certamly committed to undermining the existing l
. political system in Britain.” .
How much such back-benchers can mfluonce Labour
Party and government policy is an open question.
Assessments vary greatly according (o the political -
- viewpoint of the speaker. But with Prime Minister -
" Harold Wilson holding only a very narrow mawnty in
- the Commons, the votes of the extreme leftists in bis

* own party can on occasion be of immense.importance io

him,
On the trade-union level, the Communists have a l

. much more obvious foothold. Incieed they have clearly

put most of their intellectual and ideological eggs into

" this basket, under the watchful eye of their tireless

industrial expert Bert Ramelson.

S, The L°’A‘ﬁ%\§é&‘#%ﬁi‘*ﬁ@l@‘éé@%ﬂmws %:%A-Rm#mﬁommewmm@owm 1 percent of -




. Britain’s trade unionists are Communist Party mem-

- of influence out of all proportion to its numbers.
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bers, the party has managed to get itself into a position -

* More than 10 percent of union executives now are

card-carrying members of the Communist Party. Many '
+ bther union officials are active sympathizers or follow

. relations specialists reckon, from 30 to 40 percent of -

the Communist Party line. In total, some industrial-

. union officials are probably Marxist in their outlook.

In addition, the Communist Party succeeded last

. September in getting one of its members (Ken Gill) on -
* to the general council of the Trade Union Congress .

(TUC), the central body of British unionismi. P

Methods, worker apathy blamed

The outdated operating methods of British trade ;
unions, and widespread worker apathy, are most
usually blamed for this formidable Communist-cumi- |

.. leftist fothold in the union movement. .

Postal ballots, for instance, are few and far between.

" 'Hence, a well-organized, vigorous minority is often able
_ to get its candidates into office because of minuscule

turnout (sometimes as low as 5 percent or less) or .

occasionally by straightforward manipulation of the _f

* ballot. -

Of course, it is perfectly legéﬂ for anyone to run for
union office. The current spate of concern arises over °
how elected officials may use or abuse their influence. ‘

According to one leading trade unionist, the Commu-

: nists “never cease working in their cells, magnifying
-. every grievance into major proportions, and struggling '

te get into positions of influence.” i
In the words of Lord Shawcross, -a former attorney ;
general in Clement -Attlee’s postwar Labour govern- ,

" ment, “There are forces now actively and openly at .
" work whose object it is to bring our existing society and .’
- estahlishmant to collanse” (May 15 speach tn the Wider

* Share Ownership Council in London). ) .

Similarly, as Lord Chalfont pointed out in his speech N

- to his fellow peers, the Communists use all the leverage °

they can muster to sway the Labour Party. According

. to Lord Chalfont, Mr. Ramelson claimed last year that -
- “the Communist Party can float an idea early in the
" year, and it can become official Labour Party policy by
. the autumn. . . . We have more influence now on the

.Labour’ movement than at any time in the life of our

“party.”

.. _ . AP
Anti-Communists rallied

‘The Communists have burrowed their way into the
union movement in classic fashion — via the formation

“~of small, highly active; cells. The second most powerful

. ing Workers (AUEW), provides a vivid example of the

upion in Britain, the Amalgamated Union of Engineer-

3

party’s mode of operation and its results.

. The AUEW is a prime Communist target. Its 1 :
WASHINGION POST
15 June 1975 : -

- By Richard M. Weintraub -‘ .

No Policy Change,

REFE Officials Say

" million members include only about 2,500 registered
Communists. Yet of the 52 men on the AUEW’s National .
Committee, 16 are card-carrying members of the
Communist Party, according to Lord Chalfont. About
half the National Committee are either party members
or sympathizers. .

Until five years ago the mighty AUEW appeared to be
slipping inexorably toward total Comimunist control.
With union election turnouts sometimes as low as 2%
percent, the Communists were able to tuck their menor
tacit supporters into more and more union offices. “A

- Imajority of such a small percentage are always

" _.Communists with chips on their shoulders,” explained

" John Boyd, the union’s newly elected and fervent anti-_

. Communist generalsecretary, inaninterview. ' '

" Hence, in 1969 Mr. Boyd rallied the anti-Communists
; and managed by one vote on the National Committes
(meeting as a rules committee) to switch the uniontoa’
postal ballot. The result was a dramatic increase in
participation, often risirig well above 30 percent, and
' ‘ the defeat of many Communist candidates. -
However,. the Communists counterattacked last
" month. The National Committee (meeting again as a
" rules committee as it does every five years) narrowly.
voted to retain the postal ballot. But, taking advantage
of a mixup in committee members’ credentials, the
leftists managed to reduce this majority to a tie. Union
president Hugh Scanlon (a former Communist Party
member) later used his vote on the seven-member .
National Executive to throw the postal ballot out, =

“ . Such tactics, repeated throughout the union move-
ment, give the Communists. and fellow travelers’
national scope. “There are very few unions in Britain
which don’t have a Co-nmunist cell,” says Mr. Boyd. -

_ “Fundamentally the Communists laok upon their aim

and abject ia jife as being v undermine what they
cousider is the capitalist society.” . .

Under normal conditions Britain’s rixed economy -
and open society muddle along sufficiently well to make
the Communists’ real national impact of little impor-
tance. But today’s conditions are far from normal.

Weak governments and successive economic crises

- have undermined the authority of Parliament, Militant

. trade-union leaders have taken advantage of the -
situation, defying attempts at wage control and even

* flouting laws enacted by Parliament. o

. It'is a moot point how much the Communists are
. responsible for today’s highly charged climate of
. anxiety and confrontation. What is certain is that itisan °
ideal atmosphere for them to exploit. . . e
. Their motives and methods, along with those of the :
- .rest of the extreme left, have therefore become the
- focus of far greater than usual concern. This is
especially so since-grave economic and political .
‘ challenges still licahead. . :

Yy e e

‘eountries.” Rosa said he had

Toted “small changes” in RFE which could harm the move!

X s , |
bl : iment in Portugal,” Ralph Wai-;
P %;lr‘%mg:gm 80 per cent of| *¢%: head of RFE’s Munichi
Jts programs transmitied from| \;)r?t?;tileo-.lxts’ said in a telephone
4ts facilities in Portugal, RFE! T N "

‘ntficials have been highly con ave described to Capt.
cerned over what one of them!
has called a “live-or-die” zit:
Juation. )

:‘{osa our pelicy about broad-
-casting on Portugal, which is
4 reportorial policy,” Walter

Washingten Post 8tuff Writer .

5- Radio Free Europc has gi-
“en no guarantee to Portuzal
“hbout limitations on its bruad-
,casts and has made nn changes
m its pfograming as a result
-of discussions with the Por-
"tuguese, RFE officials said.

YA member of the Portu-:

guese " Armed  Forggs npyed iFopRelehSes200 108081

[ERE—

ment, Capt. Tomaz Rosa, said|
in an interview witk Wash-

ington Post Correspondent
Patirck Champman that R¥FE!
Jﬁad given “assurances” that
‘it would broadeast nothing io]
harm “the Portuguese revolu-| /

tion” or “the politics and di-}

37

. i While contingency plans are °
Jbeing drawn up in case the

contract for the facilities is -
not renewed or is abruptly
Lanceled, officials in Wash-
Anglor adinit thai it would be.

replace the Portuguese

facil- |
Aties,

v

| G ARDRATA:

RFE’s daily broadcasts

diflicult if not impossible tol:, available to Lishon author-

@

said,

Walter, who has handled
‘most of the contacts with the
Portuguese, said that the Por—f
luguese are sent summaries of i
anct!

that tapes. of all broadeasts-

;ities ag they are to German.

“The Portuguese have been|80Vernment officials. He.

wconcerned that  Radip  Jreci added that there had been no
4&&59&1‘1&1%@?9&?{ gy the Portuguese ior
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tapes. D
The Board for International
Broadcasting, which was cre-
-jated to take over responsibil-
ity for both Radio Free Europe
and Radio Liberty after Cen-
;tral Intelligence Agency ties
were severed in 1971, has re-
quested funds from Congress
to update transmitter facilities
;in Germany. ' :

casts to Poland, Hungary,
‘Czechoslovakia, Romania and
Bulgaria.. Radio .Liberty
broadeasts to the Soviet!l
Union. Total budget requests
for the two radios this year
amount to over $65 million,
a large portion of which is
i for pensions and related items:
'stemming from staff cutbacks.
| The radios often have been
isharply criticized by the So-

r governments,

i

William P. Durkee, retiring
president of Radio Free Eu-
rope Ine., said in a telephone
interview from New York
that Capt. Rosa had been

fully briefed about the nature
of RFE programming both in
New York and in Munich and |
that he believed that the “as-
surances” about which Rosa
spoke stemmed from his bet-

i "Alan Hovey, RFE - vice
jpresident, said that “the only
{’guarantee we give to any-
fbody is that we will continue
to adhere to the internal
policy wguidelines which re-
quire us to report the news
jof that area [Eastern Europe]
tand the rest of the world
!objectively, comprehensively
and accurately.” -

Hovey, Durkee and Walter
all said that there had been

-ter understanding about RFE

+BRadio Free Euiope broad- Lviets and Eastern European| broadeasts. -

no change

1«”‘WALL‘S’TREET JOURNAL .
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By ARTHUR SCHLESINGER JR.

The hints and whispers and mumbles
from Washington are that Portugal is
about to go Communist, that it will consti.
tute a fifth column within NATO, that it
will give the Russians an opening to the

Atlantic; and oh if the CIA were only alive 5

and well in.Lisbon, .
. Poftugal going Communist is not a
happy prospect. It is also a considerable
exaggeration. The immediate prospect, it
the democratic forces fail to sustain them-
- gelves, is not a Communist takeover, It is
. rather the establishment of 2 nilitary re-
gime, Nasscrite in its model and neutralist
in its foreign policy, using the Portuguese
- Communist Party for counsel and support.
i Such a regime might well deny military
. bases to the United States, hut there is no
‘Tedsun i suppose ihat, any.

Egypt or Peru, it would turn overnight into
a Soviet satellite. ’

more than

Moreover, if such a regime comes to

' power, it would be against the wishes of
the Portugucse people as expressed in the
. recent election—and this is why the pessi-
-mism spilling out of Washington is so de-

pressing. President ¥Ford and Secretary

_ Kissinger appear to have given up the bat.
.lle for Portugal; the Portuguese people
; have not. In the clection, the Socialists
‘ took 384 of the vote, the Popular Demo-
i erats, & center party, 265 and the Comniu-
‘nists a wretched 12.5¢%. But, where the
! Communists are giving the ~ dominant
;Armed Forces Movement unconditional
i support, the Socialists, under the leader-
ship of Mario Soares, have irritated the
military by their demands for democratic
liberties. So, when Communist printers
shut down the respected Soclalist newspa-
per Republica, the military, despite mass
Socialist protests, decided to go along with
" the Communists.

The question now is what the Western
democracies can do to help the Socialists
In their struggle to keep Portugal in the
democratic world. On this questien there
are two divergent approaches: the Ameri-
can stratezy and the Western European
strategy. i . .

Our strategy derives from the fact that
wae (l.e., our masters in Washingten) really
preferred the old regime in Portugal—the
-Tightwing dictatorships of Salazar and

<

.+Caetano, We found it convenient to deal -

with them, and we supposed thzt Portu-
" guese authoritavianism had unlimited lifo

expectancy. Our policies both toward Por- - :

“fuguese “Africa -#hd Porlubai it<clt’ were
based on this supposition. Our intcNigence
was gravely mistaken. The Portuguese
army was a good deal less sanguine than
-we were about the Porfuguese capacity to

. hold on o its African colonies, and Porty-

fuese generals eventuflpypldvied ForiRelease200H08/108 ¢

. Portugal: Self-Fulfi

illing

- lon against the regime we had so stoutly

+ " supported,.

‘.
Taken by Surprise?
When the revolution occurred, we were
evidently taken by surprise. The Common

Market countries of Yestern Europs
. promptly welcomed ths emergence of “a
! democratlc Portugal.” The United States
maintained a suiien silence for three
wesks until our ambassador was finally ir-
structed to. deliver a gcod-will messace to
the new government. Trat was a year ago;
and since then we have been acting as if
we thought & Communist Portugal to bs in.
evitable.

Our first ambassador after tha revoh:-
‘tion, Stuart Nash Scott,
cailed because he rejected State Depart-
ment defeatism and wanted to work with
democratic eléments in the now. regime.
His successor, Frank Carlucci, has report-
edly had difficulties because he also sces

352

532!

Secretary of State has taken a sour line al-
most from the start, expressing a concern
for democratic processes in Portugal that
_he had ably concealed during the Salazar-
Cactano years. In April he told a group of
West European journalists, according to
The New York Times, that “he belicves
that by next year Portuzal will be 2 Com-
raunist nation or a neutralist nation under
hieavy Communist influence.” On May 23
President Ford himsslf threatened the
Fortuguese government (in a statemnent
that Dr. Kissinger fe!t ohliged to qualify
the next day) with excemmunication from
NATO if it does not sitape up and ship eut
its Communists. .

The argument for this, I Imagine, is
that lectures from such exalted personages
will shock the Portuguese military into

- good bechavior, This noticn displays our -

usual gross misunderstanding of the psy-
chology of small revolutionary states, Lit.
tle is beiter designed to strengthen the

Board of Contr{butors

The Ford administration
seems determined to con-
sign Portugal to Commu-
nism and thereby assure the
fulfillment of its own proph-
ecy. ’

extremists than the kind of rhetoric now
- spilliny out of Washington. I trust that it
will stop at rhetorie. But Senator Buckley
now solemnly informs us that Portugal
confronts the United

was quickly re-

possibilities for positive action. But the

CINROPY 0435 Rope1003 7007 e in 1o
38 |

in RFE program-

!ming.

Prophecy?

I1” and calls for appropriate action. One
hopes that the Ford administration, after
proving to the world that the United States
i is stronger militarily than Cambodia, will
%not be rendered dizzv with success and
i send the Marines on to Portugal.
i The Western Furopcan strategy is very
| different. It deserves a hearing if only be-
icause it is Western Europe after all that
would be most Iimmedintely threatened by
"untoward developments in Portugal. The
delusion that Washington, theusands of
i miles away, knows better than the people
jin the. necightorhood got us into enough
‘Tiutle in Vietnam. There seems no great
need to carry it forward into Portugal.
The Western Eurcpean view is that the
strugzle for Portugal is {ar {rom over.
Vest Europeans see the events in

avr gf tha Vmite

o a e mite

of datente. The fact that, for diverse good
i reasors, the United States and the Soviet
Urion hsve a stake in avoiding nuclear
;war does not mean that communism has
| beceme & benign and. enncbling faith. In.
' deed, the big losers in the shori tun have
" been the Communist parties of Italy and
, France. These parties have recently pres-
ented themselves as national end pariia-
mentary parties which, if trusted with
power, would devoutly respect the rules of
the democratic game. Such claims look a
little tattered now., The ambition of the
+ Italian Communists to join the government
. has been very considerabiy set back; and,
while the French Socialist leader Francois
Mitterand will certainly continue the So-
cialist.-Communist clectoral coalition, this
is only bocause he feels, periaps rightly,

" that he is wilier than his Communist allies

and will use them more than they can uss
- him. :
Within Portugal the West Eurapeans re-
ject the American idea of givinz up the
fizht and are trying instead to stay in close
and to halp the Socialists. Two davs after
Mr. Ford's statement, the Commen Market
' cowltries agreed to offer Poriuzal belier
- trading opporiunities, financial a:3 and in-
4 sirisl cooperation so long as such help
| might encourage the maintenance of de-
mecracy. Privately Contmon Markat dinls-
mats called Ford's intervention *ciumsy"

©and “inopportune.” Henry Bronden, ihe
well-informed correspondent of, the London
Sunday Times, reporis that NATO officials

" similarly think ‘that ostfacizing Portuzal
*would only help the Commuinists.”
Ford administration's bright i«

2 of insert-

ing Spain info NATO as 2 subatitute for

* Portugal has gone down in Western Eu-
rope, even'in Bonn, like a lead b:ilioon,

: It is hard to sce why we should ot give

" the West Eurcpean strategzy a chance. It

makes little sense to begin v drastic

serve. If the

‘est Eurcpean approach fails, we can al-
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ways f2ll back on ostracism end ‘excome
munication. :
What could we do to help strangthen the
democrats in Portugal azainst the Coramu-
rists? Washington ofticials say that the at-
tack on the CIA has deprived the United
Stales of its hest weapon in situations of
this sort. It is undoubtedly true that z year
or two ago CIA would have been active in
Poriugal, rot, X would hope, In trying te
- overthrow the regime in our Chileah styie
but rather in offering money and technical
assislance to the non-Communist left, as
we cid in \Western Europe generally 25
¥ears ago. It is'also undoubtedly true that
the Sovint Union has been giving such sup-
port on a lavish scale to the Portuguese
Communrists. The sterilization of CIA, it is
. argued, means that the Soviet government
heips its friends while we piously decline

to help ours. - o

. Help From Labor? . .
. There is something to that argument.
(TR2 CIA problem is more complicated
‘than some of CIA's critics think. On the
other hand, it is probably better, given the
-xrecent CIA record, to terminate the policy
“of covert political operations ahroad. “What

“we may lose in Portugal we will gain else--

where in the world. Nor is CTA assistance
the only kind available. It is ironic that the
Swedish government of Olof Palme,
-abused by Richard Nixon as pro-Commu-
nist because it dared disagres with his
Vietnam policy, is now taking the lead In
belping the Socialists against the Commu-
nists in Portugal. Why should not the
American 1abor movement be helping too?

"Xt Walter Reuther were alive and David

Dubiasky active, one would certainly see
more posidve suppert for Ferivguese de-
mocracy from Amecrican trade unions.
.Even row George Meany could make a dif-
ference i ke would spend less time be-
moaning Ganeral Thicu and more .time

* CHRISTIAN SCIENCE MONITOR

'3 June 1975
‘A Monroe Doctrine
Joseph C. Harsch T

K

The Soviets have staked out Eastern Europe
for"themselves under the so-called Brezhnev
doctrine. Under it, the. Kremlin claims the
right to use the Red Army to maintain
communist parties loyal to Moscow in every
country now within the Soviet system. ]

“This is nof exactly novel in history. It is
similar in kind (with differences) to the
Monroe Doctrine which since 1823 has been
used off and on to keep outsidé powers from
interfering in the Americas to the dis-
advantage of the United States.

There is ample room for argument about
both doctrines. Historians differ cver the
original intent and the subsequent validity of
the Monroe Doctrine. The Brezhnev doctrine
is more precise. There seems little room for
doubt that the Kremlin intends to use it to
prevent the escape from its clutches of any of
their East Eurcpean clients. But Aloscow’s
clients themselves challenge its implications,
and so do some of the communist parties in
other parts of the world. It violates the Tito
doririne of “separate roads to socialism.”
Romania stands in putative rebellion against
the Brezhnev doctrine. The democracies deny
the doctrine’s validity but respect its appli-
cation.

In bread terms the situation is that the

_helping Mario Soares.

And where. are the Portuguese Amerl-
cans? In similar situations ' the Jews,
Greeks, I'zlians, Irish in the United States
have besiirred themsclves to considerable

eflect. 3f the Portuguese volers were as

well organized, Capital Hill would ke ring-
ing with deaunciations of our defeatist pole
icy. :

Such rezctions oitside government are

2ll the more essential sinze the Ford ad-
ministration scems determined to censign
Poriugal ta communism and thereby as-
sure the fulfillment of iis own prophecy.
Why our gavernment hias given up so read-
ily, I da rot ¥now. But one can't help think-
ing that it is connected with our prefersnce
{or the authoritarianism, however retro-
grade, of Salazar and Caetano over the un-
tidy, volatile, untutored demiocracy of the
first year o! the revolution, And this pref-
erence go2s back to the prevailing official
cenception of jnternational relations.

The Kissinger idea of diplomacy is as of
a chess game played by masters In a
sealed room. Legislatures, newspapers,
public opinion are nuisances and irrita-
tions; trey sirmiply distract the mind and
Jog the elbaw of the raaster as he prepares
kis next miove. This style of diplomacy nat-
urailly finds it casier to deal with authorl-
tarizn states (rightwing it the siates are
small, leftwing if they are great powers).
Thiz is not because authoritarlanism is re-
garded as philosophically superior but be-
cause authoriluriun governments czn des

“ liver their countries without having to

worry aboul a fractious oppositina or e
rambunctious press. .
recious Asset
Dipiomacy, alas, is no longer a chess

game in a sealed room. For beotier or
worse, the people, rancid and unwashed,

" want to play too. One of the advantazes of

for Europe?
out of the Americas while the Brezhnev
doctrine excludes capitalists from everything
lying east of the Stettin-Trieste line. It doesn’t
work exactly like that, of course. Tito's
Yugoslavia is outside Moscow’s discipline and
Castro’s Cuba is outside Washington's in-
fluence. But broadly speaking the Americas
are an American sphere of influence, and most
territory between the Elbe and Vladivostok is
in the Soviet sphere of influence.

But right now the Soviets, who are so jealous

of their control over Eastern Europe, are not .

deterred by any similar doctrine from taking
advantage of the present political state of
affairs in Portugal. _

If Western Eu’rcpe is to respect the Brezh-
nev doctrine then there should be a quid pro
quo for the security of Western Europe from
Moscow and its ideology. At one time the
NATO alliance was sufficient to this purpose.
But that was in the days when the only visible
threat to the integrity of Western Europe was
military. Now the threat is different.

In Portugal the people have over whelmingly
rejected communism. Yet. Cornmunists suc-
ceeded in closing down the hewspaper voice-of
the Socialist Rapty .which.svas the big winzer
in the Portuguese elections. Is communism to
be aliowed (o gain effective control in Portu-

gal by totally undemocratic means after being

massively rejected at the polis?

have done e people of Porfugal voted

" the American diplomatic tradition is that
we have always, at our best, understead
this and understocd that our most abi e
Inttuence in the world Ras come, not from
our arms and moncy, but from the intee-
mittent sense ordinacy people in other
lands have had that America is on their
“side. We-have ween great-diplomatic virss
osity In Washington. in recent years. But
much of it has been at the expense of whet
has historically been this most precious in-
ternational assct—the bond that once zan
between the United Siates and the demo-
cratic  aspirations of ordinary peapts
eround the world. .

We are in trouble in Portugal isday be-
.cause we did: not give a danin zhout tha
Portuguese. This rieant that, when an sne i
popular dictator was thrown out, the
Americans were identified with the idez of
dictaiorship and the Communists with (%2
{dea of liberation. Since then, instead ef
- helping the democratic forces in the reve.

lutionary regime, we have acted as if there
‘were no middle greund between Caetaio
and cemmunism. Almost as if in a state of
pique over the downfall of cur ducisus
friends, we hint and whisper and niumbia
that Poriugal is ircetrievably on the road
to communism. Maybve it is; but it weusd
not be if the United States had remained
true to its deepest instincts and had shown
any interest over the last generation in the
fate of the plain nien and wonien of Porty--
gal. : . .

i

Mr. Schlesinger is Albert Schiccifzer
; Professor of the Fumanilies ot ihe City
{ University of New York and wimer of

H LY. Twa 3 hisfaves maesd Nia
Pulitzer prizes in Ristory ansd Sis:

:He is also @ member wo/ the Jous:

Beard of Contributors, five distinguis?
profrsssrs who contribule periodic artictes
reflecting a broud range of views.

Communist in an open and fair election. But
when the anti-Communist wishes were made
clear and positive beyond any room for doubt
then surely there should be some means
whereby both the people of Portugal and the
neighboring countries could protect them
selves against an illegal seizure of power in

“‘Portugal. '

It is difficult to see how Washington could
issue a Monroe Doctrine for Western Europe.
In today’s international climate many West-
ern Europeans would regard any such act by
Washington as. interference in their affairs.

The initiative should come from Western

Europeans, with Washington ready to give
support if reguested. S ’
But Washington could make respect for
Western Europe part of any further negotis-
tions with Moscow over detente. Also, Wask-
ington could quietly let it be known that if
Meascow encourages the communists in Portu-
gal (who are undcr Moscow discipline) then it

. must expect the United States to ignore tiz

Brezhnev doctrine.

Obviously, Washington is not going to
attempt to stir up any actual revolutions in
Poland, Czechoslovakia, or Hungary - much
as it would like to see those countries liberate
themselves [rom the Kremlin’s yoke. But
there are things short of incitement s
revolution which could be done. John Foster

. Dulles used ut “‘giving them things
Monroe Doctrine more or lesOHRBFONREEQY, Re'ﬁ'ac%gew%ggq&MB“'Gl@‘?wwd32l§g&9ﬁgﬁ?ﬁm, own backyard." bei
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CIA was the instrument for that kind of work,
. Perhaps in-its present form it is no longer’

- usable for such purposes. Its cover has pretty

. well been blown. But still, with a little.

imagination, something could be done, enougn
. to make Moscow uncomfortable. .

. After all, the Soviet Union is probably the
- most unstable thing of its kind: It is full of
_minorities who resent the dominance of the

‘Russians. L SRR
Also, the Sino-American tie could be

bound to make the Kremlin uneasy.

strengthened. Any move in that direction is

There are things that could be done. B&t of .
‘all would be the equivalent of a Monroe
" Doctrine proclaimed by Europeans which

would have to be recognized by Moscow if the

" CHRISTIAN SCIENCE MONITOR
16 June 1975 -

Call for Azores
tojoin U.S.:
few takers =

By Helen Gibson
e Special to

- The Christian Science Monitor ™
. L Lisbon-
A separatist movement in the, Azores,
spurred by islandwide poverty and discontent.
‘with the Portuguese revolutionary govern-
“ment; is demanding a break with Portugal and
‘union with the United States — to the
embarrassment of both Lisbon and Washing-
ton. - . ) €
- There already are strong links between the
United States and the Azores — 1,000 miles out
in the Atlantic — mainly because there are
more Azoreansin the U.S. than on the islands.
The Azoresns have heen emigrating in
& ] , #nd pariicularly New

England, ever since the early 19th century,

when whalers from such ports as New Bed-.

ford, Massachusetts, called at the islands to
replenish their stores and take on extra hands.
At the end of the century, Azoreans provided
cheap labor for the New England cotton mills. .

" Today, -native-born Portuguese, mostly .

from the Azores, and Americans of Portu-
‘Buese descent, number about 556,000 in New
England. Another 300,000 live in California.’
The total population of the Azores amounts to
only some 350,000. S '
Apart from social links, the Azores depend
heavily on the emigrants in the United States
for income. These send about a million dollars -
'ayear home to relativeson the islands. ‘.
.~ Another major revenue-producer for the’
“Azores is the U.S. Air Force and Navy base at
‘Lajes Field on Terceira Island. Terceira, .
nicknamed “the Rock” or “Alcatraz” by
USAF personnel, has the base to thank for
being the richest of all the islands and the only
one whose economy comes close to being self-
. sufficient. . .
With some 2,000 military personnel, 500
_American civilian employees, and about
25,000 dependents, Lajes Field employs some
2,000 Portuguese civilians. Besides wages,

West is to respect the Brezhnev doctrine.

American personnel annually spend about a’

million dollars from their own pockets on the
islands and the U.S. Government has been

. pouring about $6 million a year into Tgrceir_a,_

asan added fillip. R -
For centuries the Azores have been the

- neglected stepchild of Portugal — backward, :

poor and forgotten. ;
Initial hopes that the Portuguese revolution

;'would change things have not been fulfilled.
" The islanders’ main complaint is that the

prices they are paid for their farm products
are much lower than those given farmers in
Portugal itself. - ) .
Antigovernment demonstrators earlier this
month forced the left-wing civilian Governor,
Borges Coutinho, to resign after taking over

-the local radio station and blocking the airport *

runways with stalled cars. Although troops

.restored order, feelings among the islands ]

continue to run high. oo .
. When five NATO warships docked in San

‘Miguel harbor the sailors found themselves

being siipped pamohlets reading: “Heln us.

.We want to be free.” -

. For the Americans, however, as one West-
ern diplomat pointed out, the separatists’ calls
for union with the U.S. can only be highly
embarrassing. To start with, Portugal is a
fellow member of NATO and the Americans
ar€ worried enough as it is over the future of
Lajes in the face of an increasingly left-
leaning government in Lisbon.

"* The Portuguese Government has made it .
“clear it is not amused by Azorean calls for
- independence. - -

“While we realize that the Azores have not

-always had fair treatment, there are other
: regions in Portugal that have suffered the

same way,” Information Minister Jorge Cor- .
reia Jesuino told foreign newsmen last week.

- “This is no reason to ask for independence. It
. is completely inadmissible. The Azores are
- part of Portugal, just as Texas is of the United

States.”
The prestigious weekend Lisbon newspaper
Expresso blamed the situation on a clumsy

-central government too far away to diagnose
" and correct local difficulties. It suggested the

islands be given greater freedom to run their
own affairs, but said this should stop short of )
total autonomy. . : .
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Iran Is Reported inia De

R

al

_to train people. '

was being'Handled fn this way.' in' the Pentagon, the officials
The official wondered why the said, before granting, Rockweil
hiring of former personnel was International and Iran the right
‘pemg .va'llowed_ instead of hav- to conclude their arrangements.
Ing military aid teams sent in  Thg officials involved in the
. project insisted in interviews

WithRockwellon Spy Base

b

. this that the only secret infor-
mation involvad in the program
was that so classified by the

Amazed by Agreement

- One former National Security
official said, however, that it

... BySEYMOUR M.HERSH =

1. C

WASHINGTON, May 31—

Iran has signed a multimillion-’
dollar contract with a United:
States defense " contractor to
set up a communications intel-
ligence facility in Iran that
would be capable of intercept-
ing military and civilian com-
munications throughout the
Persian Gulf area, according
to well-placed United States !
officials. . . B T
The contract, which at the
personal request. of the Shah

ly’ announced also " calls - for
the defense company, Rockwell
International of Anaheim, Cal-
if., to recruit former employes
of the National Security Agen-
cy (N.S,A)) and its Air Force;
component, the Air Force Secu-
rity Service (A.F.S.S.) for the
project. o

. The United States has rou-
tinely provided military aid and
expertise in communications in-
telligence to its allies around
the world, intelligence officials
said. But such help, they noted,,
was . always under the direct
control of the United States
military, which could decide
how much information should
be made available to the host
country. A
" Iran’s new agreement is de-
scribed as unusual by these
officials because it provides for
the direct recruitment of past
and present National Security!
Agency and Air Force Security
staff, many of whom have, or,
have had, access to this_ coun-.
try's most .closely guarded in-
telligence techniques. - ’

. Officials at the State Depart-
‘ment, Pentagon and- Rockwell
International refused to be

*Special fo The New York Times

. initial, payment of $50-million,

of Iran has not yet been public-|

idntified regarding their com-|
senis’ on the contract with
Iran because of the request by
.the Shah and other Iranian
‘leaders that the agreement not
‘be made known yet.

The National Security Agen-
.¢y, with headquarters at Fort
Meade, Md., near Washingtor,
Js responsible for analyzing and
interpreting all communica-
tions intelligence. Much of the
‘collecting and relaying of this‘
intelligence is conducted by the}
agency's personnel inside the
"Army, Navy and Air Force.
) Rizid Security
- All of this work, which in-
volved at-least 100,000 persens

and $l-billion a WEHrEVEE FomRabedséa2004/08/08enC

the Vietmam war, is done under
rigid secrecy, ;

Government officials s2id that
the agreement between Iran
and Rockwell Intersttional was
signed in late February or sarly
March, and called for the com-
pany to embark on a five-to-10-
year program to draw up spec~
ifications for the comununica-
tions intelligence network. The
Rockwell contract calls for an

the officials said, with the Iran-
ian facility, now code-named
IBEX, after the wild goat, even-
tually' to cost as much as $500+
million. L

The officials also said that
Richard M. Helms, the former
Director of Central Intelligence
who now is Ambassador to
Iran, played a role in develop-
ing that country’s basic com-
munications intelligence needs’
and has been involved in detei-
mining the planned system’s
requirements .

As-such, the communications
program fits in with Tran’s
drive: to build a modern and
powerful military force. In the;
fiscal year 1974, Tran purchased,
nearly $4-billion worth of mili-:
tary supplies from the United,
States and has been the leading
foreign purchaser of such goods
since, 1950. - .

Shah Wants Rule of Guif

The Shah has recently advo-
cated a Persian Gulf security
arrangement in which his mili-
tary forces would play a major
role. He has said that he wants
all other powers out of the
Persian Gulf. But he has ac-;
knowledged that as long as the
Soviet”Union maintains a pre-
sence in Iraq and elsewhere
in thé area the United States
also must stay.

One* United States official
described the Ibex project as
being part of Iran’s “total de-
fense plan”. He added: “1 find
nothing mysterious about it in
the least, I'm not in the Jleast
bit concerned about the Iloss
of some technical information”
due to Rockwell International’s
direct recruiting of N.S.A. per-
sonnel.

Another Administration offi-
cial acknowledged that, to help
set up and operate the Iranian
communications project, those
men who were recruited for
Tbex would inveitably rely on
highly classified information,

The official said there was
“no way” of stopping tiie Toim-
er National Security Agency!
men from viclating their secui-,
ity oaths, -

One former N.S.A. official
said, however, that it was

la,

‘provides for no immediate De-

. ed to anyone.

was ‘“amazing that it’s being
done in this fashion.” “Why
are they being allowed to hire
ex-personnel?” he asked, “Wh
not send [military aid] teams
in to train people?” ..

A more basic concern was
voiced by another official with
knowledge of communications
intelligence. “We can’t say who
the Shah’s targets would be,”
he said. “We have to assume
that among the people inter-
cepted would be Americans——
those working for the Mil
[military advisory] Groups’ in
Iran and elsewhere in the Per-
sian Gulf.” .

This official noted that the
communications system also
could be used against Israel,
and even used by the Iranian
secret police, the SAVAC, to
help " locate dissidents inside
the country and for other inter-
nal gecurity functions.

A further concern he posed

“wag that tha Tranian military,

aided by former N.S.A. experts,
could develop counterintel-
ligence means of preventing
the United States from inter-
cepting and decoding Iranian
signals. :
- Another Weapons System
“Why is this a story?” the
official asked rhetorically. “The
Shah is able to buy information
and expertise simply because
he's able to pay for it. To
him, this is probably just anoth-
er weapons system.”

One former intelligence offi-
cial depicted the situation as
being analogous to the much-
criticized contract between
Saudi Arabia and the Vinnell
Corporation of Los Angeles
calling for the private training)
‘of 4,000 members of the 26,000~
man Saudi internal security!
force. But that contract, for
$77-million, was awarded™ in
January by the Defense Depart-,
ment as part of a $335-million
agreement in which the Ford
Administration agreed to pro-
vide the military goods and
the training for the Saudi Arab-
ian forces. o

#8 outlined by Government
Sicials. the Iranian centract

-~

fense Depariment involvement.
Government officials did note,
however, that the Shah's initial
contract with Rockwell Inter-
nationa’ was approved by the
State UDepartment’s Office of
Munitions Control, - a little-
known office that has the re-
spofisibilii,; of assuring that
no unauthorized materials or
information aré sold or provid-

That office in turn received

‘lling and recording equipment

‘Air Force Security used the
1C-135 to fly 24-hour reconnais-
‘ance missions—with - airborne

{
;10, was headlined “Engineers/
|

ithat Rockwell International was

approval from the Office o

Ti¢=-00432R060468

Iranian Government. “There is
no United States Government
classified material or equip-
ment involved,” -one directly
associated official said.

Others, however, noted that
‘the Rockwell contract was in
/its “feasibility stage, with mno
'decisions made—or even nec-
essary — at this time' re-
garding the kinds of radio re-
ceivers, computers and other
electronics goods that would
be required. .

The Collins Radio Service
of Dallas, a division of Rock-
well International, has manu-
factured most of the radio re-
ceivers and other highly sensi-
tive electronic gear now in use
worldwide by the National Se-
jcurity Agency. 4

At some point, officials said,
Pentagon will be required to
judge specific requests by the
Iranian Government for the
right to purchase classified
electronic equipment. “But that,

one oiticiai said

securs,”
,  CNe CiliCial SaIG,

“is way down the line.”
Informed officials sau said
ithat the Shah was planning
to use both airborne and
ground-based electronic receiv-

in his communication intel-
ligence system. Most of the
airborne signals would be inter-
cepted by crews and equipment
aboard specially adapted C-130
aircraft, similar to those now
used by the Air Force Security
Service for its intelligence-
gathering operations. -
During the Vietnam war, the

refueling—from a special base
at the Torii Station in Oki-
nawa. The aircraft monitored
communications over South-
east Asia and China every day.

Rockwell- International’s at-
tempt to recruit former Nation-
al Security and Air Force Se-
curity personnel] apparently be-{
gan last November, when simi-
lar want ads were published
in newspapers in Washingion;
San Antonio, Tex., where the
Air Force Service does its train-
ing; Biloxi, Miss., the site of
a radio operators school, and
San Francisco. .

Thea advertisement, as it ap-
peared in tiie sports pages of
the Washington Post on Nov.

Operators/Analysts” and noted

specifically secking people ex-
perienced in cormmunications
analysis, voice processing and
intelligence operations.

At the time, Rockwell was
in the final stages of competi-
tion for the contract from the

é@m‘?_ vernment. As such,
p

y's ability to recruit
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expert personnel was undoubt-
edly a factor in its winning
the contract.

1t could not be learned,
however, how many former Na-
tional Secunty and Air Force
Security - personnel have been
hired’ by Rockwell for the Ibex
project.
* Ope source with good con-
tacts among the intelligence
community said that the Iranian
project had caused consterna-
tion among some officials of
the National Security Agency.

But this report could not

. would be teed off about it.”

lwho insisted that the seturity
agency had approved the
‘Shah’s project. .

 The Nationu! Security Agency
officially refused to comment
on the remort. But one high-
ranking Pentagon official, who
admitted that he had no
first-hand information, said, “I
should think that somebody

A former Pentagon official
with some knowledge of com-
munications intelligence,
however, disputed the assertion

“What are they gettmg out
of those people {who have been
irecruited by - Rockwell]?” he
{asked. “They certainly aren’t
.getting codes.” .

“They’re just buying guys
with tevhmques in receiving
signals,” he added. “I just don’t

think it's all that sensitive, ”;

Iran has been a focal pointj:
in the past for communications
intelligence in that area, sources
said. The British communi-
cations intelligence unit, known
as the Government Communi-

jalso gathered intelligence in
&the Persian Gulf, sources said.

Irelationship with Britain, Cana-

jsaid, with the Central Intel-

Caspian’ Sea "0 monitor "the]
Soviet missile testing being
done there. The British unit,

The National Security Agency
thas a direct, close working

da and Australia on communi-
cations intelligence, the sources

jligence Agency having the pri-
mary responsibility for all com-

that the Iranian project would; i cations Headquarters, had sites

munications

be verified and was explicitly
demed by Government officials,

WASHINGTON POST
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By George C. Wllson :
Waxhingtcn Post Staff Wiiter

The Sonet navy will be “a.

ma;or benehcxaly 10f today's
- re-openiing of the ‘Suez Canal
because it will gain much

quicker. access to the Persian.

- Guif, U. S. Navy Secretary J.

Wﬂham Middendorf III sald
Jin an interview.

Soviet warships will he able

to sail through the canal with

. ease, Middendorf said, while

“modern American aircraft car-

riers are too, blg to
H»wmmh

+Therefore,

pass.

wanted to make 2 dash from
- the Mediterranean Sea to the
Persian Gulf, the
ships could take the Suez Ca-
nal shortcut while the Ameri-
cans would have to sail
"around Africa.
Secretary of State Henry Al
. Kissinger and other American

compromise any significant na-|
tional secur ity secrets.

; if firstline So-
‘viet and American warships .

Russian .

Sue Z @&ﬁé

inside the country from which
|the unit would fly over _the

intelligence rela-

tionships with other nations.

saw

.. SOUTH AHERICA -

““gape of
* Good Hope

policymakers have supported '

the reopening of the Suez Ca-’

nal in thd belief its diplomatic

advantages in helping to re-,

- store normality in the Mideast
would outweigh any military
. disadvantages.

Middendorf did not dissent;
from the judgment, but fo-
cused on what the reopening
would .mean in strlctly mili-
tary terms.

From a military standpomt
Middendorf said Tuesday, the
reopening of the Suez Canal
“is.extremely significant, not
for us but for others.” . t

“The Soviets will be a major
beneficiary, no question about
it,” he continued. “They’ll be
able to move their forces
through the canal from the
Dardenelles and into the In-
‘dian Ocean and save approxi-
mately 6,000 miles.” |
1 The Soviels will be able “to
‘bring  their whole = flect
through,” Middendorf said.

“We can’t bring our carriers

{through—a lot of our big stuffi
we can't bring through and we
wouldn't wish to anyway.”

The Soviets have opted for

%S!ﬂuner helicopter -carriers,

;rather than American- stvlc at-

:Canal,

v P
tack  carriers, “and
smaller. warships that need
less water than 'their‘ Ameri-
can counterparts. /

In a period of. Lensxon in the
Middle East, howevex, u.s.
and Soviet navy leaders might
not want .to risk» getting their
ships trapped in the canal.
The Soviets, therefore, may

send their ships through the

canal only oceasionally.

<

By Joseph P. Mastrangeln—'rhe Washmzton Post.. .°

The Suez Canal saves slups 12 davs travel between El'mpe and the I’ex sian Gulf.

other gxade 1ts (:ommumcatmm base the

on the “British-owned island of :
Diego. Garcia in the Indian:

-1Ocean—oproviding runways for

planes and deepcning the
port. But several miembers of
Congress are opposing
plan for fear of increasing ten-
sions that, in turn, might cre.
ate the need for addltlonal
carriers.

Middendorf argued that his-
'tory contradicts congressional

Until U.S. Navy leaders sece:critics who argue that the So-

how rauch use their

Soviet viet navy would stay out of;

this

I
water way The United
/States spent $20 million to " re~
‘open it, .with most of the
money expended by the US
Navy,. which cleared away
sunken ships and other debris.-

Closing the canal has. cost
the nations of the world $12
billion, according to the Na-
tional  Geographic = Society
news service, with the added
cost of sailing around Africa
to get to and from the Persian
Guif oil ports a good part Of:

counterparts make of the Suez .the Indian Ocean if the U. S. ’the expenge.

the main naval pres-

‘\Iavv did.

He said the Soviets!

At preser-t "the céna] is.

énce in the Persian Guif area imoved into that ocean in force about 50 feet deep—about 30
is expected to be a continua-{when the British flee: pulled; {feet too shallow for supertank:’

tion of

Indian Ocean by 7th

%?nochc patrols m/(ho\out
Fleet|

Another argument mxhtax)

<Crs and big modern warships.’

i Initially, the Egyptians will’

ships sailing out of the Philip- headers make is that the So-!deepcn the channel io 51 feet; |

pines.

iviet Union,, no matter what!

then 64 feet, and Lually—-m:

* Soviet ships also often sailithe U. S. Navy does, will keep {thc 1980s—to 77 feet.

from their Pacific Coast ports . operating m the Indian Oceanj
;to reacis the Indian Ocean, butjto kecp a

“wary coye ou the

may change their dq)loymcnt,southun rim of China.

pattern to take ddvamage ofi

the canal.

during the 1967 Six Day W

Euypt closed the Suez Can:u{deqmned to 77 feet,

Supertankers of the 300, 000
deadiveight ton clase could fiv
through the canal when it is
but the-
U.S: attack carriers still would

The U. S. Navy wants 1o up- “by scuttling several ships ininot be able to {it through.

‘*‘“‘“"“‘“ﬁ(pp?‘oved For Reléase 2001/08/0‘8“CIA “RDP77-00432R000100370007-0
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A Key U S. Appomtment
Anders Many Afncans

3 DAKAR Sﬂneonl——'rhe recent
appointment of Nathaniel Davis;
as Assistant Secretary of State:
for African Affairs hes angered’
many African leaders, “whe!
have registered unusually,
streng  objections to the ap-;
poinument.,

ber of African dlplomats and
'political leaders indicated that
while many of them had long
found American policy toward
Africa a source of confusion,
frustration and anger, they re-
garded the appoiptment of Mr.
vDavis as especially dishearten-
ing. :
A major reason was that Mr.
Davis . replaced Donald B.
Easum,” a veteran diplomat in
Africa, whose appointment as
Assistant Secretary early last
year had been lovked upon by
a number of Africans as.repre-
senting a positive change.
*Role in Chife Condemned

When the Foreign Ministers
of the Organization of Africani:
Unity, which represents 42
African nations, condemned
Mr. Davis's appomtment in
February, the stated objection
was that he had been Ambas-
sador to Chile at the time of
suspected Central Intelligence
Agency involvement in the
overthrow of President . Qalva-
dor Allende Gossens. R

An official from Zairz cald
at the 0.A.U. mesting that the;
unusual move of condemnmg'
an appointment by a sovereign|
nation was made because of;
the job’s 1mp0rtancn to
Africa.”

And a Nigerian official, stat-
ing an opinion shared by other
Africans, said that the replace-|

Monday, June 23,1975

By Colin Legum

London Cbserver

LO’\I'DO\*, June 21 — A
fresh period of uncertainty
has opened up for Zaire, the"
former Belgian Congo. aftm
the failure of a military
coup te everthrow Presiden .
Mobutu Sese Scko. Few de-
tails have passed Zaire’s
tight censorship, but the
- Americans have bheen ac-
cused by thc governiment

sy

i
t

News Analysis

e

i By THOMAS A. JORNSON

Special to The Mw York Tlmes

In recent interviews, a num-!

American policy.

‘American journalist based in

‘bassador to Upper Volta. There,

but the fact that the plot
came from within the atrwy
and was led by a number
of the
educated soldiers is sericus
for
to raisc questions about his

- coitrolled press o\pgP6Ved ForRelsase!2001/08/08 ;,"j:bqoean

v,ﬁ\.

ment of Mr. Easum by Mr.
Davis was a “landmark along
the road of America's know-‘
nothing, do-nothing, don't-give-,
a-damn forelgn pwry mnj
Africa.”

Inability to § ympathxze

This policy, Africans insist,
has kept the United States from
making a positive identification|
with black Africa’s overriding
interest, ending coienial and
white-minority Tule. They say
that the Davis appointment;
served only to iacrease the:
frustrations of Africans with

African officials said Mr.
Davis would probably be’ re-
ceived “with diplomatic civil--
ity” but also “with suspicion.”

Late last month Mr. Davis

‘completed a two-week visit to

the friendly countries of
Liberia, the Ivory Coast, Ghana,
Gabon and Cameroon. His tm)

wag geldam mentinned on Voica

of America broadcaats and an

Lagos was unable to get"a copy
of Mr. Davis's itinerarv: from
the United States Lmbassxcs in
the countries involved,

. Too Sympathetic an Envoy

Mr. Davis’s predecessor, Mr.
Easum, was dismissed in' Jan-
uary after holding the position
J{for 10 months and after ap-

parently giving too liberal an
interpretation to the American
policy on. Africa,

Mr. Easum returned to Africa
last month as Ambassador- to|!
Nigeria. He had served three
previous tours in West Africa,
the last as United States Am-

journalists sometimes found the

THE WASHINGTON POST | w lia
Army Plot Is . ﬂmzﬁz’z@m
| T

4

It«is too early vet -to
udge how much support
here was for the plotters,

youngar, moderii-

Mobutu. This is bound

Ul African diplomat  said:
‘{thought American policy on

bearded, dbutspoken career dip-
lomat helpmg to load airplanes|.
with bags of grain that were
to be dropped from low levels)
-to starving herdsmen during
the height of the drought.

i “‘Business as Usual’

"But a more publicized action
by Mr, Easum was his declara-
tion in Dar es Salaam in No-
veinber that “we are using our.
influence to foster, change in
South - Africa—not to preserve
lithe status quo.”

A French-speaking West
We

Africa had changed for. the
better, but then Easum was
sacked and Davis was appointed
so that we are back to business
as usual with the Americans.”
Since 1963.The United States
has refused to sell arms to

South Africa. But black Afri-t

cans say South Africa would

Aam

be inclined to change her
racial policies if the "United
States exerted pressure beyond
its “talk-rather - than - fight”
stance. . . u

Still, some State Department
OleClHIS,' asking that their
names not ‘be Lsed hove said
that American ’DDIICV on Africa

—nn mattor hnx" c-&w\an]n nwidd

cized by Afritans—is v\;éll
‘within our own best natxonal

interests.”
‘What’s in.It for Us?

Spelling out that pohcy, they
say South Africa represents a
“part of the world stablhtv
,America, wants” and “we sup-
ported Portugal because she
was .important to our North
Atlantic Treaty Or'ranlzanon
commitments.”

One State Department- official
noted: “Africans say that we
give this continent a low priori-
ity ‘and ‘they are correct. Our
rule must be ‘what’s in it for

'us?” The answer is not very
much. No major world power

is going to get very close toj ca,” he said, “and Namibia and

any African: country today—
they make sure of that—so
why should we knock oursel»/es

Details .2bout the arrest-

ed ariny officers are signifi-
cant in two respects. First,
two of tha alleged ringlead-
ers, Maj. Bula Bajikila and
Madj. Mpika zi Bikenbo, had.
spent. time at Ameuc.un mil-

«welieges  in recent

years, while another, Gen.
' Falu
time military
Washington.

was for a
atlache in

Sumbu,

Secondly, the "encmls all

“lour people with jet bomber

vt
~

R. Hinton, the U.S.
sador, hecause of allegations
that the Central Intelligence
Agency sponsored the abor-

4B 0087DARHD Beparimon. nas

CIA-RDP77-00432R000100370007-0-

The officials asserted that
‘Africa has no “meaningful or-
‘ganized constituency in the
"Onited States.” They said also
ithat African nations are too
goor and disorganized either
to stop trading with the United
States or to use their commodi-
‘ties as political weapons, as
the Arabs have dcne Wlth pe-
troleum,

One official commented:
‘ “Africans use a double standard|

in viewing world politics since
they look to America to sacri-
fice our self-interests to what
they consider moral principles,
but they do not' expect the
isame of other world powers,”
Expect Vioie of U.S.

“The former Unrited States
ambassador ‘to Nigeria, John
F. Reinhardt,' was often told
by those who disagreed with
particular American actions or
statements that “we simply ex-
pected more of your country.”

This attitude extends to Afri-
cans peyond the sophisticated
iones. An American journalist
'lwho traveled with guerrilla forc-
es behind the Portuguese lines
in Guinea-Bissau, before :that
nation’s - independence, was
asked, “How can America save
s¢ many African Lves in the
Sahel drought and still allow
Portugal to kill so many -of

attacks?”

A number of black Afncan
strategists are hoping that re-
cent dramatic changes in Portu-
gal, southern Africa and In-
dochina will influence Ameri-
.can policy on Africa to shift.
| Tenneson Makiwane, ‘director
jof - African Affairs "for the
Zambxa based African National
Congress, said that “America’s
continued backing of the status
quo in South Africa could
boomerang.”

- “Angola and Mozamblque are
gone as buffers for Scuth Afri-

Zimbabwe [South- West Africa
!and Rhodesia] are soon to fol-
ilow suit, lea.vmg South Afnca
11 alone.’ o

of

stability in Zaire

ing the army piont, and Mo-
butu has said that soine of
his closest axdes varticipat-
ed in it,

Kasal region m the eastern

of the The

country.

guerrillas who are holding .
two Awmericans and a Dutch ™,
woman kidnaped last month !
A{rom a research station in
Tanzania, are based in the
Kasai region. .

Zaire has expelled Dean
ambas-
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' denied the
. asked the Zaire government
for any evidence of CIA in-
volvement. ~

On the face of it these al- - oriented his foreign policy,

legations seem both surpris-

ing and unlikely. Mobutw's

.rise to power was consider-
“ably * helped by friendly

U.S. policies. Recent reports -

have suggested that the CIA

might have been implicated -

-'in the death in 1961 of Pat-
‘rice Lumumba, the charis-
" matic leader who was one of

: Mobutu's bitterest rivals, . -
. .- Mobutu is still frequently
“aceused by his crities in ¢

© Zaire and in the rest of

" Africa of being “an Ameri- -

can stooge,” a suggestion
- supported by references to
" his close links with Wash-
ington and to the consider-
‘able amount of American-
finrancial  investment in
Zaire. There is, however, no.
real justification to label
him as -being closely pro-
American. .
Although there might have
been some justification for
this view in the early 1960s
when Mobutu was making
his way up to take control
" of the country, his policies
in the "1970s have moved in-
creasingly toward a more
. nonaligned position. He has
refrained however,

_despite some astringent cri-
ticisms of U.S, policy in
Africa. . i
Mobutu’s efforts to estab-
lish an independent role in

" foreign affairs led him in

" the last 18.months to make
two trips to Peking. Despite
long-standing quarrels with

WASHINGTION POST
24 June 1975

Americans
Said Fighting
In Rhodesia

By Hodari Al{ .
United Press International

American mercenaries are
‘fighting in the Rhodesian
"army against black guerrillas
‘and more are being recruited
-with State Department knowl-
edge, according to Rhodesian
black nationalists and U.S, of-
ficials. .

A State Department official
said the government is check-
ing to see whether any laws
have been broken, but _has
“done nothing to stop the white
mercenary recruiting so far,

charges’ and*’

from' !
- Juarreling with Washington

* “About 60 Americans are
there already fighting and |
Jnany more are being actively:
xecruited  in the United
States,” said Tapson Mawere,
‘chief U.S. representative of
<3he Zimbabwe (Rhodesian) Af-

the Russians, he also agreed
to restore ‘diplomatic rela-
tions with Moscow.

Although Mobutu has re-

his policies at home con-
tinued to reflect his strong
belief in a system of private
enterprise, and he ‘has re-
mained suspicious of com-
munism. This hostility  to
‘communism is reflected’ in
the vigor of his support for
Holden Roberto’s Front for
-the National Liberation of
Angola (FLNA) against the
rival Movement for the
Fopular Liberation of .An-
gola (MPLA) which, he be-_
lieves, is under Soviet in-
fluence. - D

Mobutu is concerned over
the future government of
Angola, due to become inde-
pendent from Portugal in
November, because of his
wish not to have a hostile,
-left-wing neighbor. His in-
'volvement in
-struggle between the rival
Angolan movements, and his
interest in encouraging the
secession of the oil-rich en-
clave Cabinda from the new
Angolan state, has brought
Mobutu into the conflict,

To judge by Mobutu’s

recent negotiations in. Kin- |

shasa, the capital of Zaire,
with Portuguese envoy Maj.
Victor alves, it seems clear
that Mobutu has begun to
change his tactics towards
Angola and Cabinda, and is
no longer committed so
exclusively to Holden Rob-
erto. )

Significantly, Mobutu also
took the initiative in offer-
sing to’ seal the frontier

rican National Union.

* ZANU seeks black majority
rule for Rhodesia, where mj-
nority white settlers declared
independence from Britain in,
1965 and have governed the
eountry since. '

P
. Temple Cole, the State De-
partment’s country desk offi-
cer for Rhodesia, said “There
are certainly indications thatl
Mawere’s description of mer-
cenary recruiting is accurate.

- Cole identified the recruiter
8s “Robert K. Brown of an or-
ganization called Phoenix As
sociates, near Denver, Colo.”

- Contacted by telephone,
Brown confirmed he has been
rectuiting white mercenaries
since September. ! .
; Rhodesia is recruiting mer.
cenaries because it fears it
Will lose all the South African
police who are in front line
Dositions along the border.
There vrer2 once between 2,
000 and 3,000 police, but South
Africa is reducing the fosme
fo pressure Rhodesia’s white

.

gqvernment to ncgotiate with

‘ doubtedly be

the power .

" between 'Zaire and Angola -

across which his aid for

' Roberto’s forces flowed.

Mobutw's ¢changed ap-
proach to Angola occurred
after he uncovered the army
plot against himself. This
sense of\ i;nsecurity could
explain his wish not tc be-
come inextricably involved
in the affairs of Angola.

The army plot must un-
seen as a
severe setback to Mobutu’s
career <hich, until last
year, seemed to be on the
ascent.. He succeeded in
making himself the “strong-
man” of a country which
until 1966 was in chaos,
riven by tribal conflict and
rebellion. . .

He has’ wielded his au-
.thoritarian rule through the
single party created in 1967,
the Popular Revolutionary
movement. and ~ has built
himself up as “Papa” Mobu-

“tu, a messianic father figure

who rallied -nationalist sup-
port by handing over foreign
companies to Zaireans’ and

by restoring national “au-

thenticity.”

. This campaign for authen-

ticity, which -demanded the
rejection of foreign names,
cultures and values, led
Mobutu into conflict with
{he emerging black hourgeo-
isie and with the powerful
Roman Catholic Church.

" any church which resisted’

these policies. 4
Mobutu's vigorous policy
of nati-onalization of key -
industries and making in- -
digenous all firms doing
more than 32 million busi-
ness has run into trouble -
with the downturn of the
country's economy in the-
last 12 months and a serious
failure of rural production.
Inflation and other econo- -
mic difficulties have con-
tributed to growing discon- ,
tent and mutterings against
the authoritarianism of the
president. .

Special U.S. Envoy

Seeks Reconciliation
From News Dispatches ’

. A former U.S. ambassador
to Zaire, Sheldon B, Vance,
arrived in Kinshasa yester-
day on a mission to per- :
suade President Mobutu
Sese Seko that the United
States had nothing to do
with an alleged plot to kill
him and overthrow his re-
gime, - A
The State Department
hopes that Vance will be
able to repair relations with
Zaire, which declined rap-
idly last week with the cx-

Didisiug ol U assador

Deane R. Hinton.
Hinton, who arrived in

-“Mobutuism”

Black nationalists.

This church-state clash is
particularly serious over
Mobhutu’s decision to close
all church schools and to
outlaw religious teaching.
became the
prescribed subject instead.
He threatened to close down

NATIONAL. GUARDIAN
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CHARGE U.S.-W. GERMAN PLOT
AGAINST ETHIOPIA
The CIA and the West German
secret service together tried to
organize a coup in Ethiopia last
December, the major German Demo-
cratic Republic ‘newspaper charged
May S. The story, stating that !
“instructions from Washington and
Bonn demanded that ‘every effort be '
made to strangle the *Ethiopian !
revoluiion’™ before it gets off the
-ground,”” appeared in Neues Deutsch- i
land. !
The E2st German account, based on f
information in the Algerian paper El
Moudjahid, - says that the two
© countries decided to take direct action i
because they felt the “*socialist !
elements” in the junta “created a.
Serious danger to the Westemn'
" interests in the region.” i
' 'The Ethiopian government, the;
report continued, discovered the plat|.
- and executed Gen. Michael Aman
Andom, head of the junta at the time. !
He'was accused of participating in the
plot. The U.S. ambassador and a high
* West German official implicated in
the coup * attempt left Ethiopia
+ immediately after Andom’s death,

Madrid yesterday, described
charges of CIA 'involvement
in the coup attempt as
senseless, but said Mobutu
believed them. Mohutu was
influenced by anti-American
and anti-West groups, he
said. o :

e hil i igpi
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- Viet Piison -

B F‘l&iﬂh"y o
Documented

By Joseph Novitski =
i énd Thomas W. Lippman.
“ - Washington Post Staff Writers _

""The U.S. government knew
of -beatings and large-scale
.brutality at some of South
Vietnam’s largest prisons and
{Pmsoner -of-war camps where

‘tiger cages” were found as

early as 1969.

-"A'3-foot- hlgh stack of Intev-

nauonal Red Cross reports
irecently declassified, and in-

lterviews with Red Cross- and
[Amerxcan officials have pro—
ivided for the first time a.pie-
,ture from a neutral wewpomt

‘of South Vietnam’s prisons,
where between 65,000 and

70,000 people were confined at
‘the height of the war, =~ -.-

{ Written in the cool, dry

‘French of the Swiss doctors

lawyexs and other professmns

als who' served on the Inter

national Committee of the

Red Cross (ICRC) mission to,
Vietnam, the reports gener-
ally gave satisfactory to good

grades to almost all facllmos

mSDect@d : ,

- But there were several srg-
mﬁcant exceptions.

After each inspection b
trained Red - Cross delegates,
Washington was given a copy
:of their report..

The reports also document'

the standard American prac-
tice of taking civilian prison-
ers during military opera-
txons classifying them as. of-

,fenders and turning them |

.over to South thn;mese
“police, who often treated

‘them as political prisoners..:
- The delegates found and :

i examined North Vietnamese:
;and Vietcong prisoners of
war who had been beatc—n

sometimes fatally, by South !

Vietnamese guards. - - Red
Cross  doctors described
women prisoners tortured to
"the point of recurrent hy-
steria.

The International
Cross, which now has .150
delegates -on missions
"around the world, does not
{publish its reports.

¢ The reports were released ",
here at the end of a 2%-year * -

suit under the Freedom of
Infr\r'mshm Act 2gaingt the
. State Department, which re-
ceived, classified and held”
the documents until® after
the war ended.

Some reports came tq the :
Approv

Red

- congressmen

United States through the’
South Vietnamese govern-,
ment, but, beginning in 1970,
most came from Geneva
headquarters of the- ICRC
through the U.S.
“there.

“The sxtuahon There] may
be qualified ac catastroph-
ic,” a Red Cross delegation
concluded in its October,
1970, report on the POW
camp on Phuquoc Island,
where 25,800 prizoners, or
almost one-third of all those
held in the country, were
then lodged.

Three POWS who had
complained to the delegates

'were severely beaten. by

camp guards after speaking
out and kad to be flown out

‘on an American airplane for

tre2tment. L
‘No entirely Amerjcan-run
facility was ever given a
wholly unfavorable report,
although scattered allega-

tions of torture by beating

or electric shock were made

by prisoners at the prisoner -

“collecting points” attsched

to Ameri.an unl*s in the “

£n1
Jeiale

These * couectmg points,”
where prisoners stayed a

few.days at most, were the

only kinds of camps run by
Americans after 1968, and the
American " lieutenants and
captains in command were
often commended in writing

by the ICRC. Red Cross doc- °

tors wrote enthusiastically
of the advanced medical

techniques  being used in ]

the treatment of prisoners
at American field hospitals.

However, the delegates
found -continuing, systematic

- brutality at the two princi-

pal Vietnamese POW camps
—at' Phugquoc and Quinhon,
American advisers were sta-

tioned in these camps begm—.

ming in 1967.

The ICRC gradually gave .
. up visits to the large civilian':

prisons, where almost all po-
litical prisoners were held,

because South Vletnamese !
., 'lengers of President N guyen

" Van Thieu’s government are -
. substanuated in the dispss-

authorities would not . let
them talk to prisoners alone.
For this reason, no ICRC

report was made on the dis. -

ciplinary cells at Sauth Viet-

nam’s biggest civiliad prison.

on Conson Island, where be-
tween 9,000 and 10,000 were
held. Conson’s French-built
tiny cells, called “tiger
cages,” . made Vietnamese
prison cdnditions an Ameri-
can issue after two vmtmg
saw them
" July, 197¢..

The ICRC, a permauent,
Swiss-staffed  body  that
watches over worldwide
compliance with the 1049

L P

Mksion -

and on the treatment of
prisoners, has had a mission
in ‘South Vietnam since
1965, a spokesman said.

But ICRC inspectors, in
spite of numercus efforts,
were never authorized by
North Vietnamese authori-

ties to visit American POWs :

held in the north.

- Although the prisons in
the south were run by Viet-
namese and the‘camps were
commanded by Vietnamese

officers with U.S. advisers, .

the Red Cross considered
the United States responsible
for ovprisoners
American forces.

In the largest POW camp,‘

according to the data rec.
orded by the ICRC, that nor-

mally meant Just under half

the prisoners.

The United States specifi-
cally recognized its responsi-
bility for POWs and civilian
prisoners, in a letter to the
Geneva he‘.dquarters of the
Red Cross in December, 1970,

six months after the Conson'

“tiger cages” scandal. .
From 1967 to 1971 U.S., ci-

* 'vilian and military missinna

spent $122 million on police
and prison aid and stationed
hundreds of advisers around
the country with orders to

bring the Vietnamese into
line with the Geneva con-

ventions.

Those conventions, fati-
fied by 138 countries, includ-
ing the United States and
South Vi€tnam, set out spe-
cific rules for the treatment
of prisoners of war and for-
bid physical mistreatment,

torture, deprivation of food'

or medxcme or any disciplin-
ery treatment lasting more

" than 4€ hours. )
" The Red Cross delegates, -

-escorted throughout the

" country by American staff .

Cofficers in U.S. aircraft,

. found violations of a]l these‘

" prohibitions.
mistreatment - from oppo-
nents of the war and chal-

- sionate language of the
ICRC reports. Others - are
not borue out.

The claim made by some
American antiwar groups
that the South Vietnamese

government kept 200,000 po- " :

litical prisoners is not sup-

ported by the data collected B

.by the ICRC. .
" Caleulating fran the de-

tailed prisen population re--
ports givep to the ICRC in

mid-1870, it appears that the
system of four national civil-
ian prisons, inclnding Con-

_ prisoners.

taken by .

screening and interrogation -
centers could have held a
maximum of abo"t 70,000

About one third of those
held at any given time —

- men, wonier and children —

were priscners of war cap-

.tured with weapons in hand
- or wearing insignia.

The centention made by
U.S. government officials
until late in the war that pe- .
litical prisoners were =z

_stricily Vietnamese affair is
. not borne out by the an

Cross reports.

In June and July, 1970,
ICRC delegates visited 19 of :

‘the more than 20 prisoner -

screening and classification
camps maintained by U.S.
combat divisions and bri-
gadesg in the field. :
They .were given popula-"
tion reports covering the
preceding six months, which

" showed that the largest sin-
- gle group of prisoners held

after screening by mixed Vi-
etnamese-U.S. interrogation
{eams were civilians turned
over to the Vxetnamnse Do-

1 nm .

The group was made up,
according to the U.S. regula-
tion governing the screening
process, of people subject to
trial by the Vietnamese gov-
ernment for offenses that-
included political crimes
,and those suspected of spy- -
ing or terrorist activities,

The Red Cross found men
who had worked fcr or con-
tributed to _the - Vietcong -
against their will in this
group of American-captured .
and classified prisoners. '

More than half of the Vi;
etnamese captured by Amer- .

ican units in the first half of

1870 were - classified . as
“innccent civilians” and re-
turned to their villages,
sometimes by truex or heli-
copter. Of those who re-

; - mained, ,\ according .te the
Some charges of prlsoner .

ICRC data, 870 were POWs
and 2,489 were sent to the
Vietnamese as “cwman de-
pendents.”- .

Finally, the reports' of
“tiger cage” disciplinary
cells, dismissed by some
U.S. officials as propa ganda,
are conhrmnd i .

- Although they never saw
the rock-walled tiser cages
with iron grate ceilings at

‘;

. Conson, the ICRC dclegateq

found another kind in POW

- camps at Pleiku, Quinhon

and in each wunit of the
sprawling barracks at Phu-
quoc. . .
Those they found were
barbed wire cages about the °
size of an office desk, huilt

Ea"er Rérea'é@mo%s/o&‘w&m?j’mm@po13‘9@’“/“9‘;3@3;05:“1’3;9?;:(? |
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" them and remain squatting
in the tropical sun.

“The big thing was the

" sun in that punishment,” re-

* called an American lieuten-

ant colonel who visited

-many POW camps with the

U.S. NEWS & WORLD REPORT, June 30, 1975

“THEY FOUGHT IN VIETNAM

ICRC. ,
" He asserted, and other’ of-
ficers and former Red Cross
delegates agreed, that the .
same punishment was. used
~ on soldiers in South Viet-
Copam'sarmy. o

e
T

" ward the cages.

WiTH OMNE HAND TIED

‘BEHIND THEIR BACKS”

The controversial “Rules of Engage-
ment” that the Pentagon was forced to
simpose on its fighting men in Vietnam
" have been made public, :
These rules make three points clear,
" insofar as military men interpret them:
1. No other armed force in modern
history was ever called upon to fight
under such severe restrictions—restric-
tions that actually aided the enemy.

2. U.S. superiority in firepower—both
“air and artillery—was deliberately not
exploited in North or South Vietnam.

3. The air war against North Vietnam

,was hampered by orders that “targets, .

munitions and strike tactics will be se-
lected to minimize risk of collateral
damage to civilian population,”

“The rules were first promulgated by
Secretary of Defense Robert S. McNa-

mara in 1965 and revised off and on_

through May, 1971. The political moti-
vation came from the White House and
State Department. Secret for years, the
rules were broken loose and placed in
the Congressional Record June 6 by Sen-
ator Barry Goldwater (Rep.), of Arizona.

Combat rules. Here are some of the
rules—and how military men now feel
free to describe the consequences:

® Assaults on hamlets, villages and ur-
ban areas in South Vietnam known to
shelter enemy forces generally had to be
preceded by loud-speaker warnings and
leaflet drops. .

The practical effect was to encourage
Communist forces to occupy populated
areas, knowing they would be warned of

attack in advance. There was a prohibi- :
tion against air assaults on North Viet- ~

namese villages. Thus, the North Viet-
namese often” parked motor convoys
during daylight in the heart of villages.
Antiaircraft batteries were similarly
shielded.

o Infantry units could open fire only
when the enemy was positively identi-
fied and in close contact. Sniper and
mortar fire were not counted as “con-
tact” unless “such fire interferes with
the scheme of maneuver or is inflicting
casuialties or damage to equipment.”

This rule handed the initiative to the
enemy and it often forced American

- roops 1& acrépt casuallies o dumage -

before retaliating. )
-0 Infantry units were required to re-

they had been spotted, they dis-

spond to fire from a civilian-populated
area only with flat-trajectory weapons—
rifles, machine guns, grenades and re-
coilless rifles—and then only if there was
a specific, identifiable target.

To operate a flat-trajectory weapon, a
soldier must expose himself to the extent
that he can aim at the target. Thus, the
rule gave the enemy the advantage of

“cover and concealment, while friendly

troops often had to operate in the open.

e Pilots subjected to antiaircraft fire
over South Vietnam were allowed to
shoot back only if they could identify the
target visually and were “sure the strike
can be positively oriented against
the source.” Pilots could not use

- fera
pIsyerergentiyice]

thought the enemy was hidden.

o Air and artillery strikes against
targets in certain areas had to be
withheld until specifically ap-
proved by the Province chief, dis-
trict chief, sector commander and
a battalion or higher command.

Targets for air and artillery
strikes were, more often than not,
sighted by aerial observers. As
soon as Communist troops realized

Liven e
pedvel waly

persed. By the time permission to
strike was obtained, the enemy
was long gone. There were some
exceptions in  “special  strike
zones,” otherwise called “free-fire
zones,” mainly in remote areas.

e Aerial assault on North Vietnamese
airfields was forbidden if a plane with a
third nation’s markings was present,

“something the North Vietnamese quick-

ly figured out. .

e Air attacks on dams, locks, dikes and
targets within 11% miles of Hanoi, Hai-
phong and the buffer zone along the
Chinese border were banned without
prior approval of the Joint Chiefs of
Staff. “

The Air Force and Navy would have
needed a massive number of large
bombs to cut the dams and dikes—but it
could have been done, thus flooding
hundreds of square miles.

Most antiaircraft-missile sites around
Hanoi and Haiphong were placed on
dikes. U.S. air assaults around }anoi und
Haiphong were limited to relatively iso-
lated areas until development of “smart

The Red’ Cross reports
show changing attitudes to-
Delegates twice demanded
that they be removed from

. the 2,000-person. POW camp
&t Pleiku, and_.reported

' thelr removal with satisfac-

- tion in late 1970. -

“ ' But at Phuquoc, the larz-
est camp, they reported the
cages for three years before
pressing  successfuily * for
their removal in 1971, - -

et

bombs.” They were accurate. enough
that pilots could be assured that they
would not hit civilian areas.

Responsibility. Military men who
have led in combat point to what they
call a frightening passage in a supple-
ment to the rules issued by the Americal
Division. It reads: :

“The circumstances of the conflict call
for restraint not normally required of
soldiers on the battlefield. Commanders
must strike a balance between the force
necessary to accomplish a mission, with
due regard to the safety of their com-
mands, and the importance of minimiz-
ing noncombat casualties. This requires
the highest order of judgment and lead-
ership. An unusual requirement is
placed on junior leaders. . . . Determi-
nation of right and wrong in the heat of
battle requires a keen, swift and decisive
analysis of all contributing factors and
must be based on a thorough under-
standing of the legal and moral princi-
ples involved. : )

Americans in Vietnam could not assault even
enemy-held hamlets without sending a warning.

“A written set of rules cannot be pro-
vided that will apply to every situation.
Therefore, the final decision on engage-
ment will be at the discretion of the
senior tactical commander present.”

That passage deftly removed responsi-
bility from the top leadership if anything
went wrong, as at My Lai. It also made
for very cautious combat leaders.

Says one U.S. veteran of Indo-China:

“While U.S. forces did not always ad-
here to the rules, they did inake a genu-
ine-—and some would say heroic—effort.

And they lost lives doing it.

“Our men can make a case for the
assertion that they fought the war with
one hand tied behind their backs.”

The foreguing was writien by Ecima
Price, one of the magazine’s military
correspondents.
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-, By Keisuke Iwatsu
R Senior Editor .
‘The loss of South Vietnam to
the Communist liberation
.forces has understandably
renewed the long-standing and
.often-debated - problem of
seredibility of American treaty
‘obligations, particularly in the
-Inilitary field. ' C
{ .1t is  beyond doubt - that
;America has failed to defend,
“and has finally abandoned, an
. ally which it had time and again
: vowed to help for all the world
-to hear and see. The fanfare the

_successive U.S. governments-

under presidents from Kennedy
to Ford have made in praise of
their resolve to defend the
Saigon government at all costs
made the American failure look
even more miserable. ’
Now with- the American
presence removed from Viet-

ham the going arguments -

ouiside America seem, even in
countries which should wish for
sturdier military protection by
Amcrica, to betray national
relish at seeing the world’s
foremrst superpower beat a
retreat to lick its wounds.
; Avr wiale Alemand
gleefully at the shambles of
American credibility over
defense commitments.
Should America be cuffed.so
broadly and openly as welshing
-on its defense pledge because it
‘gave up -on a hopeless govern-
ment only after. suifering the
loss of 56,000 American lives,
wounds to 303,000 Americans, in
.2 country 9,000 miles away, in
addition to fooling $141,000
_million in war bills over 10
_frustrating -years and, at the
“end, even taking out of Vietnam
120,000 refugees who ‘had
-reasons to fear retaliation by te
: new masters of Saigon? Could
" any other country have done
Letter had it been in America's
. shoes? | ‘ : .
The excess of slights now
_ being piled on the foflorn patron
" saint of the free world stems
"from an often wishfully - sim-
. plistic sense of security that
-Ppeople of America’s allies are

25 June 1275 '
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- temptéd to have in puristic

illusions that are completely
devoid of awareness of .the
reality of international politics

Defense alliances are not
signed because some altruistic

countries fervently wish to-

defend others, come what may.
Substantially mutual defense
pacts aside, alliances in which

there are clearly the helping -

side and the one that is to be
helped can work only as long as
they do not seriously harm the
interests of the helping country.

Countries should not sign
defense pacts without full
-consideration of their own
national interests. A pledge by
one country to come to the aid of
another is a solemn cne. But
what makes it worth more than

the paper it is written on is the -

' consideration of national in-
tersts that hinges on the pledge.

Quests by individual coun-
tries to better serve their own
interests both tighten and
mioderate defense alliances just
as the profit motive oils the free
economy. = .

The -American withdrawal
from Vietnam is right in line
with American intcrests as well
as being a needed moderation in
carrying out a pledged defense
effort which was fast and
hopelessly souring.

That America fought a losing
war so hard and for so long
should be "cause enough for
elation to leaders of America’s
allies some of whom profess
doubts about the credibility of
American " defense com-
‘mitments through an inverse
cinterpretation of the same
phenomenon. Do they want an
all-out American ‘war in that
. part of Indochina? In that case,

the very same leaders will be

criticizing- the excess of U.S.
military action. ) ; .

Lessons from the American.
humiliation in Vietnam. are -

numerous and valuable. The

Vietnam debacle rightly jolted .

‘some of America’s allies into
realizing that American
defense pledges are no
assurance of an unearned
security. lven such a heavy

RV A SRS

-.case

choice for Japan. .

janees ™

depender on American aid as
South Korea’s Park Chung Hee

has called for greater self- :

SRR T

reliance in resisting the threat

from the North. :

American . leaders are to !

biame to no small degree for

creating a false sense of an ..
open-ended security promise
among its allies. If a recent
Kissinger remark “...we must *
be very careful in the com- *
mitments we make...” is any -
indication of future American .

moves, America
learning from Vietnam.

is really’

The recent Mayaguez in--:
cident, along with Vietnam, has -
clearly demonstrated that, no -

matter how high

be couched, America acts ac-

in .
camaraderie an allicance may -

cording to its.own interests, -

even if it has to snub an ally

such as Thailand. The un- -

forewarned dispatch of U.S.

" Marines to a Thai base was a

foreseeable risk that Thailand
underfook when it signed up for
protection by the U.S., not in
theory butf, worse still, in
reality. . )

This is undoubtedlly a lesson -

that strikes closcst $o us.
America’s emergency reaction
in Thailand, over the Mayaguez
renders: aimost
meaningless our national
debate over the possibility of
American warships clan-
destinely carrying nuclear
weapons into Japan, The use of
American bases in Japan to
help the U.S. war effort in
Vietnam in an inconclusive test

of the limit of expanded ap-

plicatien of the Japan-U.S:
Security Treaty was well

" known. .
- We still know liltle about the

real intentions of America’s
foes in Asia, who seem to be
winning their . “‘Jiberation’
battles. .

The risk of a thinly armed :
exposure outside the American

protection to an unfamiliar new
rising influence, and the risk of
courting ifs displeasure by

- staying with America will’

cortinue to offer an agonizing

e rras e

Sk esh e s

d

| WASHINGTON POST
| 20 June 1975

Chira Alone

 Jams V04, -

China }is' the only nation
that is jamming Voice of
America -‘broadcasts, James
Keogh, director of the U.S. In-
formationAgency, said yester-
day. ingee oo :

The Soviet Union, once the

‘major jammer of Voice of
- Amgrica broadcasts in pre-de-
tente days, halted such opera-
.tions in September, 1973.

With the recent decision by
Albania to halt its jamming,
“We are not jammed. now any-

where except China,” Keogh.

. told reporters. ) .
Peking’s decision to con-
»tinve jamming despite the pol-
icy ,of detente has not. been
: completely successful, how-
" ever. Keogh said there is evi-
dence that Voice of America
broadcasts are heard in parts

. of the Chinese mainland.

In. response to questions,

' Keogh said that USTA—which
includes the Voice of America
=-has no special policy on re-
poriing the CIA coniroversy.

Marcos’s New Friendship with China

By HERIBERTO D. SUYKO
. Manila.
Liberally  sprinkled  with
aphorisms and maxims, the June
-7: conversation between China’s
chairman Mao Tse-tung and Pres-
. igent Ferdinand Marcos lasted for

an heur and fifteen minuiés and -

was later described as more a
" family gathering than a meeting
between two chiefs of state.
Chairman Mao acted Kxe role
pp

rove

- familiariry

of a solicitous grandfather hungry
for news of the latest achieve-
ments of granddaughters he was
seeing only for the first time;

The ease with which the two
leaders took te each other and the
that characterized
their conversation could be attrib-
uted to the earlier thawing of the
three decades of icy relations be-
tween the two neighboring coun-
tries by Mrs. Marcos's visit to

SHO KRR Doy 4/08/08 Ecmh@m%mﬁo@b 18037

But there is more to the
warmth of the reception accorded
‘the - Marcoses and their party
—irom the welcome at the
Peking airport to the unexpected
intimacies—than meets the eve,

More so, with the cold shoulder
given other chiefs of state and
. their representatives desperately
seeking an audience ‘with the
chairman. '

. Mrs. Marcos was just as warmiy

received by Chairman Mao and by
Premier Chou En-lai.

-+~ Although in sore ways similar

to"the visit of former President
Nixon, in that the Philippines, like
the Ulnited §tates, had no formm
relations: yet with the People’s
Republic of China, the Marces
visit easily outstripped Nixon’s. It
was evident that the Chinese
from Chairman Mao down to the
Q0 7irDthe street, were cager to

= 1)
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* Open their arms to the Filipino.

© wisitors.
~In the words of Mr. Marcos,
the land bridges that used to con-
.mect the Philippine archipelago to
China “may have been fiooded by
the waters of the ice age and

washed away by the tides of colo-.

nialism . . . but the bridges of cul-

: ture, of the spirit and of the heart,
have always been there and they
will alwdys be there”

~ China, he said, knew of the
" Philippines long before Ferdinand ’

Magellan, the Western explorer, | lishing diplomatic relations be- .
discovered the Philippines for ‘

Spain. In like manner, the Philip-
. pines” was familiar with China
long before it was ever aware of

" lapse of Indochina

]

to the Com-

munists, o

The Nixon visit fell short of
rormalization of diplomatic-rela-
tions -between the United States
and the People’s Republic of

-China, though.it intensified the
activity between .

commercial
them. This was, of course, be-

,cause of the prior commitment of

the United States to the Chinese

- Nationalists in Taiwan.

On June 9, Mr. Marcos and
Premier Chou En-lai signed a

joint communigue formally estab-

tween the Philippines and the

- People’s Republic of China. This |

ended three decades of embar-

rassing non-recognition of each

- Spain. Thus, the warm intimacy l other’s existence in spite of being

that pervaded the Peking visit.

The Nixon visit resulted in a- -

detente 2nd eased the tension be-

tween the United States and China

at thot time. It somehow helped
.reelect him with a huge majority,
. though it"did not prevent the col-

. NEW YORK TIMES
i 22 June 1975

A LaﬁOS- Army‘.‘

By HENRY KAMM

" . Spectal to The New Yock Times

* VIENTIANE, Laos, June 21

Laotian non-Communists to the
Pathet Lao following the Com-
munist- victories in Cambodia
and South Vietnam, no element

of the Vientiane side collapsed |

more quickly and. more com-
!‘pletely than the armed forces
ithat the United States had
built, . trained, paid, supplied
and all but commanded.
Athough a semblance of iwo
separate armies -—.the Royal
Vientiane Army and the Pathet
Lao—continues to exist, it is
conceded from the American
Embassy to the Pathet Lao that
the only force remaining is the
Communist-led Pathet- Lao.
Knowledgeable American
sources concede ruefully that
last month’s flight of the mili-
tary leaders who were most
committed to the American
view, notably Defense Minister
Sisouk na Champassak and
Maj. Gen. Vang Pao, was
merely the culmination of a
process that began with the

truce accord of 19873, i

A less partisan Weslern exs
pert went beyond this view,

contending that it was consist-jattaché, Brig. Gen. Roswell H.! sibility.

ent American military policy
throughout the Laotian
- that demoralized the --Royal
Laotian Army and brought it
down without resistance. In
jthis view, which is shared by

13

tiwar. ,The irregulars bore the

i next-door neighbors.

This development was made

easier by the sudden departure !

for home of the Chinese National-
is{ ambassador to the Philippines.

It is of record fhat the People’s

_Republic frowns on any measure

i

paying andi
supplying General Vang Pao's
irregulars and they were in-
tegrated into the Royal Vien~|
itiane Army, there was no ef-}
factive army left an the Vien.
tiane  side, both parts of the
amalgam descending to the
same level of low pay, low
morale and, consequently, high
corruptibility.

During the fighting, General
Vang Pao’s clandestine army/
of mountain tribesmen, mainly
Meo, as he is, was paid at a
higher rate and their families
more regularly fed than was
the . case with the regular
army. Their needs in food, am-
'munition and other supplies
were filled directly through an
American logistics  network
based in Thailand.

The Royal Army_was paid:
and supplied, also by the United
{States, but through its own
command, whose corruption,
inefficiency and feudal rival-
ries increased throughout the

brunt of the fighting. -These
differences intensified the dis-
trust and contempt between
the forces and particularly be-:
tween their commanders. |
Incorporated into the Royal
Vientiane Army, General Vang
'Pao and his Meos felt like step-
ichildrcn, according to an Ame-
jrican source, and could not get
iused to dealing with the com-
imand. The American military!

iE. Round Jr., was said by the

imuch of his time “nursing”
General Vang Pao’s feclings.

| The entire Vientiane army
lwas beset throughout the two

Met Defeat Before Battle|

rjagency stopped

‘gveresiimate,

[|Army’ forward positions over

CIA-RDP77-00432R000100370007-0

, that may indirectly give dignity
oto the ddea of two Chinas. Thus .

. she has rejected overtures from:

¢ the United States for formal dip: -
lomatic relations without the lat. -
ter breaking diplomatic ties with

Taipei. .

has been correctly reading the in-
ternational diplomatic weather.

He first broke away from )

-Washington’s intransigent stand
against the entry of the People’s
.Republic of China to the United
| Nations. - :

* though she steadfastly opposed
i Taiwan’seypulsion. =~ = .

soe . -

. ‘other members of the Association
1, 6f Southeast Asian Nations,

The U.S., of course, evenfually.
supported * the entry of China,"

- Later, the Philippines, with the

promptly recognized the Com-:

munist Khmer Rouge government .

in Cambodia. The Philippines also
; shares with other ASEAN mem-

. bers the view that South Vietnam-

Third of Troops Often Away i

The -paper strength of thel
Army, about’ 55,000 ‘troops, al-|
ways conceded to be a ross!
feil to what aj
neuiral expert put at no more;
than 10,000 at any given mo-
ment. At least a third of every,
unit’s troops was always away,!
trying to raise enough food or;
money to keep their families}:
alive. oy
“It became difficult to find
troops at work or at play,” thel
American source said.

At the same time, the neutral]
expert said, the Pathet Lao!
flagrantly viclated the Vien-
tiane truce agreement, moving
the demarcation line consistly
west by overrunning Royal

minimal resistance.
" The final test of fhe Royal
Army’s will to resist began last
Februaty at what, throughout
the war, was considered a crit-
ical junction on the dirt road
linking this administrative cap-
ital with the royal capital of
Luang Prabang. .
Because of its strategic char-
acter, the junction at Sala

'Phou Koun had always been

an object of dispute between
military region commanders of
the Royal Army, each wanting
to avoid responsibility for its
aciense. With General Vang
Pao integrated inio the Royal
Army, he was assigned respon-

based in

is “welcome ' to- the "associatién
should she make a bid to join,
The normalization of diplo-

» o .. 7]y matic ties between Manila and
It is evident that Mr. Marcos

Peking will surely get the wind
out of the sail of Filipino Maoist
rebels, including the so-called .
Maoist-oriented Moro National
Liberation Front in Mindanao, in
the southern Philippines. T
In this connection, Chairman :

" Mao himself has given assurances

that China would not interfere

with the internal affairs of the |

Philippines. «- - -~ .
Not content with this, however,

- Mr. Marcos has directed a review

of the Anti-Subversion Law, while
making it known that the Philip-
pines will maintain her hardline’
policy against the rebels of all
shades. .~ . v

Mr. Suyko is a journalist
the Philippines.

e v

'his control to ferry out his
'most faithful followers, in a:

commanders of - Vientiane
troops along the way, to with-
in 12 miles from here.

On .May 10, Premier Sou-
vanna Phouma’s office -an:
nounced that Generai Vang
Pao had been replaced as re-
gional commander and trans-
ferred to an unnamed post. The
general fled to Thailand, using
three transport aircraft under

three-day airlift.

In addition to General Vang
Pao an Defense Minister Sisouk
na Champassak, five generals
noted for rightist attitudes, or
corruption, or both, fled. Those
who remained recognized the
authority of the Deputy Defense
Minister, a Pathet Lao general,;
* Throughout the country, in
a process paralieled in the civil
administration, soldiers, sup-
ported by students and a vague
entity described in official pub-
lications as ‘“the masses,” de-*
nounced their commanders as
jcorrupt, as reactionary and as
tackeys of the American .im-
perialists, Those denounced
were removed.

Royal Army units throughout
the ‘country have turned over
their weapons for safekeeping
by the Pathet Lao. In “officers’
seminars,” also paralleled : in
sessions for civilian public serv-
ants, resolutions were passed
asking the Pathet Lao to attach
advisers to Royal Ammy units.

The Pathet Lao raiders \’mcl

warisource to have been spending driven -back in February. They
§ ! x3 o

returned more successfully inf|
mid-April a1d seized control of "'
the function after skirmishes at

the "end of
Armv was ordeved by

the United States placed itsimorale problems, leading to Prince Souvanna Phoma, pre-
ifaith in the irregular army itiwhat a knowledgeable Ameri- Sumably swayed by the inev-

created and directed, and rele-!
gated the Royal
tArmy to insignificance.

fmany in pelitical circles here 'years of truce with growing Reval

can source termed “atrophy”!

itability of events after the fall

Vientiané| corruption among the command| of Saigon, ‘to offer no resist- nOW,” an American expert said,

rand poverty among the troopsi 3 £
!4 As a result, in.this view, were exacerbated by the falling: 8 token force down the road, the demise of an army that

when the Central InfeppresedikorReleasec Q,O1IQ%{§8; sCHA-RDRTZ:004 32R000100870007 -Otates built.

ance. The Pathet Lao brought

the month.. The one

The theme propagated. among
the troops is, “First the Pathet
Lao and the Royal Vientiane
Army were enemies. Now they
are allies; soon they will be

- American military assistance
has stopped in all but in name.
“Everything is on ‘hold’ right

describing what is, in effect,

2
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VIENTIANE-Until . a
_band of pro-Communist stu-

" dents recently - forced. the.
- U.S. Agency “for Interna- -
tional Development to pack " -

" up and leave Laos, AID ran

what amourifed to a parallel

government in this tiny In- -

dochinese kingdom.

The real mission of this

'quasi-govemmental strue-

‘ture was not to improve the-
life of ordinary Laotians,.
help “support the .r [~ -
anti-Communist -
forces in their battle avamst

“but to
t.ountry s

the Pathet Lao.

AID has left béhmd an

impressive legacy, including

improved highways and :nr‘
strips, schools, hospitals, ir- .
agricultural’

rigation- and
projects and a relatively sta-
ble economy. :But all'of thls
was coincidental.

“We did create a lot of de-
velopment,” a senior AID
staff member said the other
day, “but it was just a side

effect. There was never any

doubt that we were spend-

ing millions here to support.

the rov sal Toan government i

its ﬁght aﬂamst the Commu-
nists. ” L

~ The Commumst

Yao knew this to0. So, when

the Communists took charge

here following the defeat of

U.S.-backed governments in-

Cambodia and South Viet-
nam, they swiftly’ singled

out AID asa target fnr open

hostility.

“We were’ blg wé were'

rich and, as far as the Pa-
thet Lao were concerned, we
were the “‘enemy,” one
agency staffer observed.

About being big and rich, ;

there is no- doubt. In 20
years, AID spent over $1 bil-
lion in this country of just
three million people. To
house itself and its Ameri-
can personnel, it built
fenced-in compounds of sub-
urban-style ranch houses,

Pathet »

schools, ch.ns, offme buﬂd-
ngs and wurehouges ’
’_"‘he AlID expendxture was .

just a ‘ractmn of the bil: -

-lions ‘of dollars the United
Statea spent’ to “ursue the -
war in Lacs® and the bomb- -

Mmh Trail throuvh _the

" News Analysis
budget. The U.S. Central in-

telligence .Agency’s outlay

has not been made pu‘blicl.
Just what AID did in Laos

- is "described in a 179-page

- book: The book, “Facts-on
- ports such wideranging ae-
tivities as-economic stabili-
zation efforts, refugee relief
and resettlement, narcotics
control, public health, devel-
opment of national roads
and the rural economy, agri-
cultural - and ° educational

development, civil police ad- -

ministration and sericulture
e "he commerical produc—

- “We - were mto .
- .hmg,” said one AID officer.
“We went ‘- through the

whole mill in this eountry..

Everywhere you looked,
there was some American
. driving a truck, inspecting
a new hxvhway, feeding refu-
gees, runmng the whole
show.” . .

‘As to bemg the enemy,
there isn’t much doubt

about that,,either. With its .
widespread network of Lao--

speaking Americans, AID
was a handy front for the
'CIA which was actively en-
gaged in the fight against
the Pathet Lao and its ally,
the North Vietnamese army.

In the small provincial-

towns where AID had of
 fices, CIA,. military and
other Ameritan personnel
- lived and worked with AID

.ing of the so~cahed ‘Ho Chi

kmvdom into'. South V1et-1
“nam. Military assistance ran
““to at least _loﬂtimes“the AID*

.~ burgeoning
‘- among the Pathet Lao. -

a2

Foreign Aid to Laos,” re-

- AID continued

every-v

-workers. AID oft‘rers deng-

‘i:hat any of their personnel
“were CIA agents, but they-
do not deny_ that the CIA

Lsed the orgam"auon for:

(.0‘73[‘. .

_Where AID rpally weut.'

‘wrong, and what ultimately - e
-maintenance

“led to ‘its- humiliation. and

“‘ouster by radical students,
was in.its insensitivity to "

Laotian selfrespect and the

" Always in a hurry to get
‘the job done,

sures,” said an AID official,

the agency brushed Laotxan_

bureaucrats aside.

“The Lao have a very slow
and polite way of doing
things,”
“We were always too impa-
tient to wait ... (and) ended

up by doing mo:t tths our-.. -

selves.”

After the Pathet Lao and

the U.S-backed rightists
reached a ceasefire agree-
ment in February 1973 and
‘formed the coalition Provi-
sional- Government ¢: Na-
tional Union in April 1674,

ATTY

c u,rrat
only in support of the right
wing. )

Although some

ment, veteran officials, some

of whom had served in Laos’ -
were "too. .

for a decade,
closely, identified with the

rightists to make the switch. .
The right-wing .ministers -

and senior civil - servants
who cooperated with AID
‘were content to let the rela-
tionship continue. They had
gotten-rich on rakeoffs of

U.S. money and they did not

realize that the Communist
victories in Cambodia- and
South Vietnam would give
as much impetus as they did
to the Laotian communists.

By the time the right
wing crumbled last month,
the Americans knew they

- natijonalism.’

“because we .
were under our own pres-

the official said.-

néwer’”
AID staffers made efforts to .
work with the whole govern-

. rector

S fi 5 ﬁ g I &@gﬁ @y m é@@g

had extendeu .hemsﬂlves
too far.” AID had already

_made some éffort to turn

over its projects to the gov-

. ernment, Most” (notably, the

agency’ ;ave the government
$3 million” worth of public
works equipment and a
’ and repair
shop. Lty .

1t was too’ nttle too late

. Within a week- of the lead:

ing rightist ministers’ resig-
nations, Communist-inspired

- students sacked the small

AID compound in the south-
ern city of Savannakhet and
then captured the main com—
pound in Vientiane.-

The students agreed to

"~ leave only after the United
- States gave in to their de-
‘mands, turning over all AID
‘property to the government

and withdrawing all U.S.

personnel

Even after accedmﬂ to
these demands, U.S. officials
find they are still harassed
by the students, the Pathet

Lao and local employees.
. Officials doubt that by the
“time ‘the June 30 deadline

set in the agreement arrives .
they will have completed
the turnover in an orderly

. fashion.

After all these years, all

- the expenses and now  to

have it all end so inglori-
ously, was it worthwhile? “I

: think we’ve done a hell of a
1ot of good.things for this

country,” said acting AID di-
. Gordon  Ramsey.
“Maybe we did them wrong,

- but the results are here.”.
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K@mm Lebsens

A dudrtercentury a{ter the? outs-"
break of the Korean War, northeast:
Afla remains the paramoiint pressure
point in-the world. Not for great power
feasond. In fect,” the lineup which. en-
ages the Utlted States with Rusdi,
£hing . and Japan s fundamentauy :
favOrable t8 peacé. _
"‘% Tite trouble lies with z defect ol
“tral4to Adtericatt mlatlons with small-
iet“' countriés thivughoui the postwar
efh, Th-Bouth Kotea,” a3 i so many
-Hther, placés around - the world, the
Pax'Americana his failed to foster a
“stfong, progressive regime able fo win-
lﬁCal suppmt 218 move with the. times,

he critfeal importance bf Narth-
«ast- Asia can e seeh from the dis-
position of Ameriean and allied forees
ins Seuth Korea. The United States
Tas'-cqutipped snd  supported, a South
Roreah Army of 24 divisions backed
“tby ad air force 6f over 200 planes in-
tluding the latest ﬂghter bombers and
iiéhcopters NS »
% One -of the 13- Amencan m\)lsmns is’
statxoned in South Korea. Elements -
of this country’s navy, ait' force and
‘matines are in the neighborlood: De.
{ense - Seeretary James Sechlesinger:
has intimated the United .States might
“use - nucledr weapons in. gase. War'
Jbroke out in Korea agaif. =~ g

Y- Tha 'nv'\mn pumese of an' H{m' tnmm -

isto deter another aogressmn fﬂmi N
North Xorea.
equipped the Democratic Peoplé‘s,
Republic of XKim II Sung with an
army of 23 divisions and an -ait foree
of nearly 600 bombers ‘and . fighter
“lanes. If the .North Koreans tould
“dchieve . any nuhtaxy gains, thege

WASHINGTON STAR

17 June 1975

" Lewis is challenged
on Mayaguez report

"In a recent column, Anthony
Lewis pointed out that U.S. war-
planes had bombed a Cambodian

airport four minutes after one of our

- destroyers had reported that it was
" being approached by a small boat

carrying at least 30 white men,. .

presumably the crew of the
Mayaguez. Lewis said that 17
" minutes later President Ford was
informed that all the crew was safe,
but that 41 minutes afterwards, our
planes bombed an unused Cambo-
dian oil refinery. .
Lewis concluded from this that
““the last attacks, at least, could
only have been punitive in purpose.
They were designed to punish a it-
tle half-assed nation,’
Goldwater’s clegant phrase.”

L.ewis did not mentios the fast
- that Secretary of State Henry Kis- _

The Soviet Unioh hag .

in Senator

“yould be accm‘npilshed 8 baslc shift

in thé balance of power, For at stake
ofi ‘the Korear Penitisula are Ameri:
_can relatibns with China and Japan.

The antente with Communist China
id pfobably the Hert thing the United
$States has goltg for it in the world

.of great power velations, In ways fo-
bcdy else can begin to matcl, Mao
Tse-Tuiig puts the Russlans oh the -
‘defenttve politteally, nﬂiitarlly and in
eéﬁhumﬁc poliey, o

That means at 2 minkmin & contitit-
ing " Americair presetice arcund Rus-
gla's  Asian rim-—notszly in . South
Korea. :

A harmottious i#latton with Japaﬁ"

ranky otily slightly belind the Chin-
esé entente in any. inventory of
Armerica’s interriational - assets..
. Japanese are fot only 4 mainstay of
the international économie otder so

critical to Arherican prosperity. They: -

-algo use theld economic strength to

"keep thé Chifiese in the ganie againsl' -

the Russians.
', But the Japahese reély on Amerlcan

. milxtary power to the point of volut

tanly having abandoned any serioud
- forge of theis own. Any wavering of

tha  Amissisgn ctand in Wasan sosatd

in A CITL WU

Bush - the Japanese to rearm. That
step _wottld turn China around and
=« upset the \hole complicated balance.

ot the time being the balance is
i’elatWtéIy golid, The interrelations
- 4pe i better order than before 1970
.hen the United States had fo rela-

Atmﬂ?, with China, or between 1971

singer had been asked about these
‘attacks at his news conference on
May 16. Kissinger said: “‘Some at-
tacks occurred after the men had

been released. At that point our big-.
gest problem was that we had.

several hundred. marines under
very heavy attack (on Tang Is-
land). There were also 2,400
Communist forces on the mainland
~and we wanted to absorb their ener-
gies in other things than attempting

to intervene with our disengage-

ment efforts.”

We de not presume to judge the
wisdom of the tactics or even the -

accuracy of the reply given by Kis-
singer, but Lewis is clcarls mis-
leadmg his readers by not 1inform-
ing them of the official rationale
given for the attacks which he as-
serts were purely punitive.

- Reed J. Irvine,
Chairman ct the Board,
~ Accuracy in Yedia, Inc.

~AWashington,, DlC.

el

But thé Chinese have a price for Chung Hee Park

-good relations with Washtngton, They ~
watit to be ¢erthin of Amerfcan mili- .
“{ary support dgainst the Seviet Union. -

and 1973 when the United Siates Was
too fat ouf front of Japan in relations -
with Peking. Overwhelming evidence °
indleates that the Chinese are work-
ing to resttain Kim 11 Sung from go-
ifig over the top in a nerw mmtary :

veniure. .

But maintenamfe of those !avarable. g
condttions depends ott stability in .
Botith Kovea: That is -2 chancy propo-
sitfon, ThHe government of- President .
rules by military -
powet and the securlly -apparatis,

‘Terrm ficluding ¥idnaping and hang-

has been invoked agélust critics

nf the regiimé. Interhal dissent has
“ been officlelly banned. :
7 The Park tegime, to put it bluntly,
15 4 liebitity, It cahnot continue to.

glielt’ support from the American Con-

‘. gress. It is a standing target for radi-
“ c¢als in the United Nations. Thus it

The =
‘¢ political change which have been set .

eannot adjust to the requirements for:

in fiotion by the easing of tension .
between the great powers.

Twenty-five years after ifs incep-
tion, accordingly, the Korean ,War
toaches a lesson in irony. American -
intervention on behalf of regimes
merddced by Communist aggression
tu'ns out not to be an unequivoecal
#ood: . A way has also to be found to
aveld the corrupt, dictatorial goveros
metits which have grown up in con-
junction with the American military
prescnce., In Korea as in <o many
other parts of Asia and Southern
Eurdpe aiad Latin America, the Unit-"

-ed Stated- heeds to dev 16p a 'tadtic
“fof. managmo openmgs t

the left..,
e 1955 ¥ield Enterprises, the,
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